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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 23, 2009. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable SHEILA 
JACKSON-LEE to act as Speaker pro tempore 
on this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

Chaplain Mark Campbell, Office for 
the Deputy Under Secretary of De-
fense, Washington, D.C., offered the fol-
lowing prayer: 

Almighty God, enlighten our eyes 
that we may see clearly Your purposes 
for our great country, and grant Your 
wisdom to these dedicated leaders. Pro-
vide the ability to discern the best 
from the good, the workable from the 
unhandy, the useful from the frivolous. 
‘‘Make us to choose the harder right 
over the easier wrong.’’ 

I ask this day for Your energy and 
benediction on the work of this body, 
on the decisions to be made, and in the 
agreements to be struck. 

Protect our troops today, and change 
the hearts of those who wish ill against 
our Nation. 

I also ask Your divine blessing on 
each House Member, their families, and 
their staffs. 

With gratitude to You, most high 
God, I pray in the name of my Savior, 
the Lord Jesus Christ, amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 

last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHN-
SON) come forward and lead the House 
in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

WELCOMING CHAPLAIN MARK 
CAMPBELL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Alaska 
(Mr. YOUNG) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Today, it is 

my great privilege to welcome Rev. 
Mark Campbell to the House of Rep-
resentatives. Rev. Campbell and his 
wife, Shelley, are active duty in the 
United States Air Force, ministering 
to our brave men and women in uni-
form. 

Rev. Campbell is currently the chap-
lain for the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense, Office of Military Community 
and Family Policy. He works as a con-
sultant on religious affairs, reviews 
policy guidance, and facilitates support 
for chaplain and family support assist-
ance programs at the State level. 

Prior to serving as a chaplain in the 
Air Force, Rev. Campbell pastored the 
College Gate Baptist Church in An-
chorage, Alaska. Since entering the ac-
tive duty Air Force, Rev. Campbell has 
served at bases around the world. He is 
a shining example for those of us in-
structed to ‘‘go into all the world and 
preach the good news to all creation.’’ 

I thank Rev. Campbell for his prayers 
today and being here today to lead the 
invocation. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 10 further re-
quests for 1-minute speeches on each 
side of the aisle. 

f 

A COMMITMENT TO STATUTORY 
PAYGO 

(Mr. KRATOVIL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KRATOVIL. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in support of the statutory 
PAYGO legislation passed by the House 
yesterday. My colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle are certainly correct 
that this legislation is not perfect. Of 
course, I’m finding in my first seven 
months here in Congress that no legis-
lation we pass in this House is perfect. 
Such is the nature of legislating and 
the compromise that comes with it. 

My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle, however, in my view, are in-
correct in that this legislation is not a 
positive step in restoring us to the fi-
nancial discipline that led us to the 
large surpluses in the 1990s. 

Statutory PAYGO holds the Federal 
Government to the simple, but impor-
tant, principles that American families 
demand of themselves: you cannot 
spend money that you do not have, and 
when one part of your budget expands, 
another must tighten. 

The passage of statutory PAYGO 
proves the House of Representatives 
can learn a lesson from the families we 
represent by ensuring that both new 
tax and entitlement legislation alike is 
paid for. 

The large deficits we inherited as a 
result of the borrow-and-spend policies 
of the past have put pressure on fund-
ing for education, clean energy and 
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other important investments. Our na-
tional priorities will no longer be held 
hostage to our lack of self-restraint 
when it comes to spending. 

We must balance short-term deficit 
spending in order to pursue effective 
economic recovery with a commitment 
to restoring financial discipline in the 
long term. 

This begins with yesterday’s commit-
ment to statutory PAYGO. 

f 

INACCURATE STATEMENTS BY 
PRESIDENT REGARDING HEALTH 
CARE 

(Mr. BOEHNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BOEHNER. Madam Speaker, my 
colleagues, last night the President ad-
dressed our Nation about the issue of 
health care, and there were some state-
ments made by the President last night 
that aren’t quite accurate. 

One, he said that we will keep gov-
ernment out of health care decisions. 
Now, if that’s the case, I wonder why 
there was $200 million set aside in the 
stimulus bill earlier this year so that 
the government could do a comparative 
analysis to determine which treatment 
was most effective in terms of a poten-
tial cure for a disease. This is clearly 
going to give the government informa-
tion that they believe is the best treat-
ment when the doctors and their pa-
tients may not agree. 

And secondly, I’d point out that if 
you look at an amendment that was of-
fered in the Energy and Commerce 
Committee the other night, the amend-
ment said real simple that no govern-
ment bureaucrat will make any deci-
sions or interfere with any decision be-
tween a doctor and their patient. And I 
would add that that amendment was 
rejected on a party-line vote. 

Secondly, the President said if you 
like your current plan we will give you 
the option to keep it. I wish that were 
true. But as I noted the other day on 
the floor, under the ERISA provision, I 
believe that thousands of companies 
will drop their company health care 
plan because after 5 years it’s going to 
have to be approved by the Department 
of Labor and the health care choices 
czar to ensure that the company plan 
meets certain Federal standards. I’ve 
got to tell you this is going to drive a 
lot of companies out of offering the in-
surance that people have today. They 
will have no option but to go to the 
government plan. 

And thirdly, he said no plan will add 
to our deficit. Well, the Congressional 
Budget Office last Friday came out and 
said the plan that was being considered 
will add $239 billion to our deficit over 
the next 10 years. And if you look fur-
ther at this plan, you will see that 
while the cost of the plan is $1.6 tril-
lion, the tax increases don’t go into ef-
fect until 2011, but the real cost of the 
plan doesn’t begin to add up for about 
5 years. And so when you get into the 
out years, beyond 10 years, you see 

these exploding deficits, because it’s 
going to cost $200 to $300 billion a year 
more, over and above the tax increases 
already in this bill. At a time when 
we’ve got record deficits and record 
spending here in Washington, we don’t 
need to be adding to the deficit. 

And lastly, the President said Repub-
licans want to kill health care reform 
and have not offered better ideas. I’ve 
got to tell you, earlier this year when 
I handed Speaker PELOSI the gavel, I 
said that when Republicans had to op-
pose our new President or our col-
leagues across the aisle, it was our ob-
ligation to say how we would do it bet-
ter. 

We had a better solution on the stim-
ulus bill. We had a better solution on 
the budget. We believe that we had a 
better solution on the energy bill that 
was here last month. We have offered 
our better solution on health care. We 
outlined those in a letter to the Presi-
dent back in May when we asked for a 
meeting and got a nice, polite letter 
back from the President that said, 
Well, thank you for your ideas, but 
we’ll see you at the end of the process. 

Republicans have a better solution 
that won’t put the government in 
charge of people’s health care, that will 
make sure that we bring down the cost 
of health care for all Americans and 
ensure affordable access for all Ameri-
cans. 

f 

PAY-AS-YOU-GO REQUIREMENTS 
WORK 

(Mr. KLEIN of Florida asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Madam Speak-
er, yesterday this House passed legisla-
tion that will restore fiscal discipline 
by requiring the United States Govern-
ment to only spend what it can truly 
afford. The Statutory Pay-As-You-Go 
Act will roll back deficits and require 
all new legislation which reduces reve-
nues or expands spending to be paid 
for. This is a critical piece of common 
sense. At long last, Congress will be re-
quired to follow the policies that fami-
lies in my district in south Florida 
stick by every day: only spend a dollar 
if you can save a dollar somewhere 
else. 

It is clear that pay-as-you-go require-
ments work. The last time they were in 
place in Congress in the 1990s we saw 
budget surpluses. After they lapsed in 
2002, the lack of fiscal discipline al-
lowed deficits to balloon. 

Fiscal responsibility is one of my 
personal core values. It is what my 
wife and I teach our children and 
should guide every decision we make in 
government. 

This bill marks a turning point in 
the fiscal health of our Nation. It won’t 
happen overnight, but starting today 
we will begin to cut our deficit and re-
turn to surpluses. 

NOT MY COUNTRY 
(Mr. FLEMING asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Speaker, ear-
lier this week four Members of the 
President’s Cabinet, including Sec-
retary Sebelius, came to my home 
State of Louisiana to build grassroots 
support for ObamaCare in the rural 
areas, but they found themselves de-
fending the administration’s broader 
effort to take over the Nation’s health 
care system. To say they were greeted 
by skepticism would be an understate-
ment. 

The anger over the direction this 
country is moving was best expressed 
by a gentleman who told the group, 
Please carry a message to Mr. Obama, 
that it will be a cold day in hell before 
he socializes my country. 

The administration and a small 
group of very liberal Democrats are in-
tent on pushing through a government 
takeover of health care, even though 
more than half this country does not 
want it. 

Democrats in this House are moving 
forward with a health care plan that 
will hurt the sacred relationship be-
tween Americans and their doctor, 
deny access to needed treatments, and 
place power in the hands of Washington 
bureaucrats. Why are you in such a 
rush? Are you afraid Americans will 
learn the truth this time and stop it? 

f 

AMERICA CAN NO LONGER AF-
FORD TO WAIT FOR HEALTH 
CARE REFORM 
(Mr. BRALEY of Iowa asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Madam Speak-
er, on Tuesday there was a long parade 
of my friends from the other side com-
ing down here to the Well to talk about 
the problems with the Democratic 
health care bill. And you just heard the 
distinguished minority leader talking 
about the cost of this bill. 

Well, this is a stark reality, America. 
America can no longer wait for health 
care reform. Every person in this coun-
try pays a hidden tax of $1,200 a year, 
every family in this country pays a 
hidden tax of $1,800 a year, to take care 
of people right now who don’t have 
health insurance but still get health 
care. 

That’s the reality that we’re dealing 
with, and that’s why we are working 
hard to try to transform our health 
care delivery system. 

And my friend from Louisiana who 
just spoke is a perfect example of 
what’s wrong. Right now, we know that 
in our country the States that provide 
the highest quality of care to Medicare 
patients get paid the least, while the 
State of Louisiana spends more per 
Medicare patient than any other State 
and ranks 50th on Medicare quality of 
assessments. 

That’s why Democrats are leading 
the charge to change the way we trans-
form our health care system. 
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SCRAP THIS BILL AND LET’S 

START OVER ON REAL HEALTH 
CARE REFORM 
(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked 

and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Think 
about this concept of government-man-
aged health care for just a minute. 
Imagine that the Federal Government 
told you you can have your house for 
free. That sounds good, right? Until 
they tell you that you have to live in 
government housing. Now what? How 
many Americans want to leave their 
homes for government subsidized hous-
ing? 

Polls show that the more people 
learn about the government-controlled 
health plan, the less they support it. 

Increasing the number of Americans 
who have health insurance is a laud-
able goal we all want to achieve, but 
paying $1.5 trillion to get part of the 
way, with a government-controlled 
plan that eliminates choice and stifles 
the doctor-patient relationship, that’s 
not the answer. 

Mr. President, scrap this bill and 
let’s start over on real health care re-
form. 

f 

b 1015 

WE NEED REFORM 
(Mr. INSLEE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. INSLEE. Madam Speaker, the 
keepers of the status quo on health 
care are simply wrong. It is unaccept-
able for Americans to have their wage 
increases swallowed up by health care 
costs. 

Our medical costs are rising three 
times faster than our wages. It con-
sumes twice as much of our economy 
as it did just 12 years ago. The status 
quo is unacceptable. 

Now some of my colleagues want to 
defend the status quo, trying to scare 
Americans to think that we’re going to 
deliver bad medical care. Let me ask 
them this: Is the medical care at the 
Mayo Clinic in Rochester, Minnesota, 
so bad? I don’t think so. 

Our bill, basically—and we are im-
proving this bill as we speak—is going 
to provide the kind of care that Ameri-
cans are getting at the Mayo Clinic. 
Because when our bill passes, it will in 
fact allow and inspire doctors to do 
what they do at the Mayo Clinic for 
half the price that Americans are pay-
ing for their medical care in Miami, 
Florida. Half the price at the Mayo 
Clinic for what Americans pay in med-
ical care. 

We need reform. We’re going to pass 
it. 

f 

MAYO CLINIC OPPOSED HEALTH 
CARE BILL 

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
let me say this, that the Mayo Clinic 
opposes this health care bill because 
it’s nonsense, it costs too much, and 
it’s going to put America more in debt. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

HEALTH INSURANCE REFORM 
MEANS STABILITY FOR EVERY 
AMERICAN 
(Mr. CARNAHAN asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. CARNAHAN. Those within and 
without health insurance share some-
thing in common: they both lack sta-
bility and security when it comes to 
coverage, cost, and quality of their 
health care. 

Every day, Americans are forced into 
tough decisions and circumstances that 
lead them to lose their health care. As 
the President mentioned last night, on 
average, 14,000 Americans a day are los-
ing their health care. 

Health insurance reform means sta-
ble coverage that can’t be taken away. 
If your spouse is laid off or changes 
jobs, you won’t lose your coverage. If 
you or your family or coworker get 
sick, you won’t pay more or lose your 
coverage. 

With health insurance reform, no one 
is able to get between you and your 
doctor. It will keep government out of 
health care decisions, allowing you to 
keep the coverage you have today if 
you want it. 

Stability has been missing from our 
health care system for decades. As we 
work to get our economy moving 
again, now is the time to fix it. The 
proposed health insurance reform bill 
builds upon what works and fixes what 
is broken. 

My constituents strongly want, need, 
and deserve a more stable and secure 
health care system. And that’s what we 
need to fight to do. 

f 

WE NEED TO SUPPORT, NOT TAX, 
SMALL BUSINESSES 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, small businesses face 
challenging economic threats. Those 
who can afford to are struggling to pro-
vide health care to their employees. 

The last thing small businesses 
need—and we’ve had 2.6 million jobs 
lost since the new President came in 
office—are more mandates and tax 
hikes that will destroy jobs. Unfortu-
nately, under their health care tax, 
Democrats are proposing just that. 

They believe small businesses should 
abide by government mandates and 
provide health care that meets a bu-
reaucratic code or suffer an 8 percent 
tax and fines up to $500,000. This is no 
way to treat the most prolific job-cre-
ating engine of our economy. 

Republicans have solutions for af-
fordable, accessible, and portable 

health care without tax hikes on fami-
lies and small businesses. We reject the 
rationing of health care and govern-
ment intrusion and propose flexibility 
for small businesses to band together 
for affordable health care. 

Republicans have solutions that will 
empower individuals, not Big Govern-
ment. We will promote new jobs. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 

f 

NEED FOR HEALTH CARE REFORM 

(Mrs. DAHLKEMPER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today to talk about the need 
for health care reform in this country, 
reform that must ensure patients can 
choose their doctor, is portable, and 
gives stability to our citizens as they 
grow old, change jobs, and face health 
problems. It must protect those with 
preexisting conditions and address pre-
vention. 

I’ve received countless calls from 
constituents about the need to fix what 
is broken and protect what works in 
this health care system. 

Last night, on this floor, I heard a 
colleague on the other side of the aisle 
say that all Americans have health 
care today, the emergency room. Well, 
tell that to my constituents like Carla, 
who called about her sister Edith, 
who’s been without insurance since 
last September. 

Edith is 49 years old and suffers from 
severe osteoarthritis. Injured at work, 
she had to change jobs because she was 
denied workmen’s comp. And then, 
after she got a job that offered some 
coverage, she was laid off due to eco-
nomic conditions. 

Now unemployed, Edith is without 
health insurance, insurance she des-
perately needs to help cover her doc-
tors visits and her prescriptions. Edith 
is a victim of a failed system. 

Madam Speaker, we need health care 
reform in this country to ensure that 
Edith and countless others are not left 
behind. 

f 

WE THINK YOU’RE SMART ENOUGH 
WHEN YOU HAVE THE RIGHT IN-
FORMATION 

(Mr. NEUGEBAUER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, 
I’m very disappointed because the 
Democrats and the administration 
don’t think the American people are ei-
ther smart enough or they don’t trust 
them to make their own decisions. 

The Democrats and the administra-
tion have introduced a reform for fi-
nancial markets that is going to start 
telling the American people, Hey, 
you’re not smart enough or we don’t 
trust you to determine what kind of 
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credit card you should have. We don’t 
trust you, we don’t think you’re smart 
enough to determine what kind of 
mortgage you should take out. 

We don’t trust you, we don’t think 
you’re smart enough to determine 
what kind of car loan you should have. 
We don’t trust you and we don’t think 
you’re smart enough to determine 
what kind of checking account that 
you should have. 

Now we’re going to tell the American 
people we don’t think you’re smart 
enough or don’t trust you to pick your 
own health care. 

You know, the American people are 
getting kind of tired of the Democrats 
telling them that they don’t trust 
them or they don’t think they’re smart 
enough. 

Madam Speaker, the Republicans 
have introduced a financial reform that 
says to the American people: we think 
you’re smart enough when have you 
the right information. 

f 

AMERICAN RECOVERY AND 
REINVESTMENT ACT 

(Ms. HIRONO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HIRONO. Rather than emulate 
the laissez faire strategy of the pre-
vious administration, President Obama 
signed the American Recovery and Re-
investment Act less than a month after 
taking office. Now, just 5 months after 
its passage, some on the other side of 
the aisle are proclaiming it a failure. 

In January 2009, before passage of the 
Recovery Act, the economy lost 741,000 
jobs, foreclosures were at record highs, 
and the economic growth rate had hit 
negative 6.3 percent. Some $10 trillion 
in wealth had been lost in the stock 
market. 

The Recovery Act provided our 
States with vital funds, allowing thou-
sands of teachers, law enforcement of-
ficials, and firefighters to stay on the 
job, to educate our children, and to 
protect our public. To call this a fail-
ure is putting rhetoric over people. 

More than $20 billion has been made 
available to fund over 6,000 shovel- 
ready transportation construction 
projects, over 2,500 of which are already 
under way. 

The Recovery Act is not a cure-all to 
our economy’s problems, but it has and 
will continue to make a difference for 
the better. 

f 

MYTH VERSUS REALITY ON 
HEALTH CARE 

(Mr. SMITH of Nebraska asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Last night, 
President Obama held a prime time 
press conference in which he repeated 
many of the health care claims that 
are making their way around Capitol 
Hill. But what are the myths versus 
the realities? 

Some even claim health care reform 
will not add to our deficit over the next 
decade. However, the nonpartisan Con-
gressional Budget Office has released 
its cost estimate on the House health 
care legislation, showing it will in-
crease the Federal deficit by $239 bil-
lion over the next 10 years. 

Another claim is that no one will 
lose health insurance they have right 
now. This defies reality, Madam Speak-
er. According to an independent study, 
114 million Americans will be forced 
out of their current health care cov-
erage. 

Madam Speaker, it’s simple: Wash-
ington-run health care will mean more 
deficits, more debt, and more govern-
ment interference in our lives. 

f 

AMERICAN RED CROSS REAL HERO 
AWARD 

(Mr. TEAGUE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. TEAGUE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor an exceptional con-
stituent from my district, Mr. Billy 
Jack Miller of Elephant Butte, New 
Mexico, who was awarded the 2009 
American Red Cross Real Hero Award. 

This summer, Billy Jack was pre-
sented the Good Samaritan Award for 
rescuing an individual from drowning 
in Elephant Butte Lake, where he has 
operated a local fishing guide service 
for many years. The man he saved fell 
into the lake and became trapped be-
tween the dock and a boat. 

The Good Samaritan Award honors 
outstanding individuals who exemplify 
the spirit of heroism and humani-
tarianism at a distinguished level and 
a commitment to improving the lives 
of others. Billy Jack embodies this 
achievement. 

Over the years, working on the 
water, he has developed a knack for 
spotting fellow boaters in distress and 
is always there to lend a helping hand. 

I’m proud on the occasion of this pre-
eminent award to have the opportunity 
to commend the work of Billy Jack 
Miller, a great citizen of Elephant 
Butte, New Mexico. It is my privilege 
to honor Mr. Miller for his work and 
dedication. 

f 

CONSUMER FINANCE PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(Mr. BACHUS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BACHUS. Madam Speaker, I re-
ceived a letter yesterday from a lady, 
an officer in a small community bank 
in Alabama. I wanted to share what she 
said with my colleagues. 

She expresses her concerns that 
many community bankers are express-
ing about the legislation under consid-
eration by the House Financial Serv-
ices Committee to create a new govern-
ment bureaucracy, otherwise known as 
the Consumer Finance Protection 
Agency. 

Here’s what she says: I strongly sup-
port consumer protections. In fact, my 
bank’s competitive edge rests with our 
customers’ implicit trust that we will 
deal with them fairly and honestly 
when they visit my bank with their 
best interests in mind. Don’t take that 
ability away from me to meet their 
unique needs. 

She points out that there are count-
less examples of local bankers offering 
nonstandard loan products to con-
sumers and customers in an effort to 
meet their unique needs—not to vic-
timize them, but to give them a prod-
uct that fits their purpose. 

Under the proposed protection agen-
cy, however, community bankers 
‘‘would have a much harder time help-
ing their customers. They’d have to go 
through all sorts of regulatory hur-
dles.’’ 

f 

WE ALL WIN IN HEALTH CARE 
REFORM 

(Mr. KAGEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KAGEN. Madam Speaker, I have 
some excellent news for the people of 
northeast Wisconsin, people like Mike 
up in Marinette, Jenny in Appleton, 
and Jeff in Green Bay: access to afford-
able health care will be enacted this 
year by this Congress. After all, how 
can we continue the losing ways of the 
past, where discrimination against citi-
zens due to preexisting conditions was 
allowed to take place. 

You’re going to hear arguments from 
one side and the other. But we stand on 
the side of the American people who 
understand this: There shall be no dis-
crimination to any citizen due to pre-
existing medical conditions. After all, 
we don’t discriminate on the basis of 
the color of your skin. What about the 
chemistry of your skin? 

The bill that’s moving forward in 
this House will guarantee other things 
as well. It will guarantee small busi-
nesses will be able to reduce their costs 
for health care and allow them to em-
ploy more people and stimulate our 
economy at the greatest time of need. 

f 

b 1030 

NEW MANDATES FOR ABORTION 
COVERAGE IN EVERY INSUR-
ANCE PLAN 

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, every-
where I go people tell me they’re wor-
ried about the direction our country is 
headed. 

So far in this Congress, all we’ve seen 
are bailouts and government take-
overs. We’ve taken over or nationalized 
huge sectors of our economy. We’ve na-
tionalized the banking industry and 
the financial sector. We’ve nationalized 
the home mortgage industry. We’ve 
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taken over the auto companies. We’ve 
nationalized the energy sector with 
cap-and-trade. 

And now our friends on the other side 
want to nationalize the health care 
sector, 17 percent of our economy, a 
government takeover with new govern-
ment mandates. And one of those hid-
den mandates is for abortion coverage 
in every insurance plan, public or pri-
vate, in America. 

At a time when the number of abor-
tions is declining, doctors performing 
abortions are declining, the number of 
abortion clinics is declining, the Con-
gress and White House want to man-
date abortion coverage in every insur-
ance plan, public or private; another 
bailout in this bill, this one for the 
abortion industry. 

What would the result be? Less jobs, 
more taxes, massive government spend-
ing, and a mountain of debt on our kids 
and grandkids. 

f 

THE TIME IS NOW TO ENACT A 
HEALTH CARE PLAN FOR ALL 
AMERICANS 

(Mr. ELLISON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr., spoke of the fierce 
urgency of now. He talked about the 
fact that you cannot set a deadline or 
timeline on somebody else’s freedom. 
Well, there’s another civil rights move-
ment going on today in America, and 
that is the right for health care. 

Health care is what we need now, and 
we cannot delay. I urge my colleagues 
to come together and pass a health 
care reform bill before we go out for 
the August recess because people abso-
lutely need it, people who are fearing 
being dropped or put off for preexisting 
conditions, people being subject to dis-
crimination because of their age or 
their gender. 

We’ve got to stop this. We have got 
to make sure that a caring Nation 
cares for the health of its people. The 
time is now. We cannot delay. We’ve 
had enough time, Madam Speaker. 

Six decades America has debated 
about what to fix about our broken 
health care system. We’ve done 45 
hours of markups, 79 House hearings, 
215 pages of bills and work to make 
sure that we have every input and 
every point of view shared. 

The time is now, Madam Speaker. 
f 

LET’S GET A BIPARTISAN COM-
PROMISE ON HEALTH CARE RE-
FORM 

(Mr. ROE of Tennessee asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Madam 
Speaker, last night President Obama 
addressed the American public and 
urged Congress to pass health care re-
form. As a physician who has seen the 
shortcomings of our system, I am glad 

he strongly urges reform. I want to 
correct something he said about why 
Republicans oppose this plan and sup-
port other measures. 

First, he said a public plan was need-
ed to keep insurance companies honest. 
Republicans don’t oppose insurance re-
form. We wholeheartedly embrace it. 
We oppose the public plan because it’s 
a backhanded attempt at moving to-
wards a government-run system where 
care is provided not because it’s the 
best but because it costs the least or, 
worse, it’s rationed. 

Second, he said the wealthiest Amer-
icans should shoulder the burden for 
everyone’s health care with a surtax. 
What he didn’t say is that those same 
wealthy Americans are many of the 
same people we’re relying on to create 
jobs and help reduce the staggering un-
employment rate. You can’t have it 
both ways. We can’t dramatically in-
crease taxes on the wealthiest Ameri-
cans to some of the highest taxes in 
the world and then turn around and ex-
pect job creation. 

We support ensuring patients can get 
the care they need from their physi-
cian, reforming the insurance industry, 
making health care more affordable 
through cost containment and tax 
credits. Let’s get these ideas, sit down 
and hammer out a bipartisan com-
promise. 

f 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, pursuant to clause 2(a)(1) of 
rule IX, I hereby notify the House of 
my intention to offer a resolution as a 
question of the privileges of the House. 

The form of my resolution is as fol-
lows: 

Whereas the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
Price, submitted an amendment to the Com-
mittee on Rules to H.R. 3288, the Transpor-
tation, Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010; 

Whereas the said gentleman’s amendment 
would have required that none of the funds 
made available in this Act be used to estab-
lish, issue, implement, administer, or en-
force any prohibition or restriction on the 
otherwise lawful possession or use of fire-
arms in federally assisted housing; 

Whereas the Second Amendment of the 
United States constitution guarantees that 
‘‘the right of the people to keep and bear 
Arms, shall not be infringed’’; 

Whereas the Second Amendment applies 
equally to all Americans, regardless of who 
owns or pays for their housing; 

Whereas the gentleman’s amendment com-
plied with all applicable Rules of the House 
for amendments to appropriations measures 
and would have been in order under an open 
amendment process, but regrettably the 
House Democratic leadership has dramati-
cally and historically reduced the oppor-
tunity for open debate on this Floor; and 

Whereas the Speaker, Mrs. Pelosi, the 
Democrat leadership, and the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. Obey, 
prevented the House from voting on the 
amendment by excluding it from the list of 
amendments made in order under the rule 
for the bill: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That H. Res. 669, the rule to ac-
company H.R. 3288, be amended to allow the 
gentleman from Georgia’s amendment be 
considered and voted on in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
rule IX, a resolution offered from the 
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as 
a question of the privileges of the 
House has immediate precedence only 
at a time designated by the Chair with-
in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from Georgia will appear in the 
RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, 
pursuant to clause 2(a)(1) of rule IX, I 
hereby notify the House of my inten-
tion to offer a resolution as a question 
of the privileges of the House. 

The form of my resolution is as fol-
lows: 

Whereas the gentleman from Texas, Mr. 
Hensarling—along with the gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. Conaway, the gentleman from 
Georgia, Mr. Gingrey, and the gentlewoman 
from Tennessee, Mrs. Blackburn—submitted 
an amendment to the Committee on Rules to 
H.R. 3288, the Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development Appropriations Act; 

Whereas the said gentleman’s amendment 
would have encouraged the development and 
use of alternative fuels by the federal gov-
ernment from resources found abundantly in 
the United States and Canada such as oil 
sands and oil shale, furthering our ability to 
become more energy independent, reducing 
the federal government’s energy costs borne 
by the American taxpayer; 

Whereas, this is especially important at a 
time of a record deficit that has reached $1 
trillion for the first time in American his-
tory and a record debt that will be tripled in 
10 years; 

Whereas, the said amendment could help in 
the creation of desperately needed jobs in an 
economy where the unemployment rate is 
9.5%—the highest unemployment rate in 26 
years and climbing—and 2.6 million people 
have lost their job since February 2009; 

Whereas, when campaigning for the presi-
dency, then-Senator Obama said that ‘‘under 
my plan of a cap and trade system, elec-
tricity rates would necessarily sky rocket.’’; 

Whereas, on June, 26, 2009, the Democratic 
Majority passed such legislation in H.R. 2454, 
a national energy tax also known as cap and 
trade, that experts have estimated will re-
sult in American families paying anywhere 
from $1,500 to $3,000 annually in additional 
energy costs; 

Whereas, on December 6, 2006, then-Minor-
ity Leader Nancy Pelosi said, ‘‘[W]e prom-
ised the American people that we would have 
the most honest and open government and 
we will.’’; 

Whereas, according to then-Minority Lead-
er Nancy Pelosi’s New Direction for Amer-
ica, ‘‘Bills should generally come to the floor 
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under a procedure that allows open, full, and 
fair debate consisting of a full amendment 
process that grants the Minority the right to 
offer its alternatives, including a sub-
stitute.’’; 

Whereas a similar amendment was adopted 
by the House in 2008 during consideration of 
H.R. 6599, the Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs Appropriations Act, 2009 on a 
bipartisan vote; 

Whereas the gentleman’s amendment com-
plied with all applicable Rules of the House 
for amendments to appropriations measures 
and would have been in order under an open 
amendment process, but regrettably the 
House Democratic leadership has dramati-
cally breached decades of House precedent 
and historically reduced the opportunity for 
open debate on this Floor; and 

Whereas the Speaker, Mrs. Pelosi, the 
Democratic leadership, and the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. Obey, 
prevented the House from voting on the 
amendment by excluding it from the list of 
amendments made in order under the rule 
for the bill: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That H. Res. 669, the rule to ac-
company H.R. 3288, be amended to allow the 
gentleman from Texas’ amendment be con-
sidered and voted on in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
rule IX, a resolution offered from the 
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as 
a question of the privileges of the 
House has immediate precedence only 
at a time designated by the Chair with-
in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from Texas will appear in the 
RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, pursuant to clause 2(a)(1) of 
rule IX, I hereby notify the House of 
my intention to offer a resolution as to 
the question of privileges of the House. 

The form of my resolution is as fol-
lows: 

Whereas the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
BROUN submitted an amendment to the Com-
mittee on Rules to H.R. 3288, the Transpor-
tation, Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010; 

Whereas the said gentleman’s amendment 
would have required that none of the funds 
made available in this Act be used for bike 
paths; 

Whereas transportation appropriations 
have previously been used to build and repair 
bike paths; 

Whereas the construction and repair of 
bike paths is not a legitimate function of the 
federal government, since they do not con-
tribute to interstate transportation or inter-
state commerce; 

Whereas the gentleman’s amendment com-
plied with all applicable Rules of the House 
for amendments to appropriations measures 
and would have been in order under an open 

amendment process, but regrettably the 
House Democratic leadership has dramati-
cally and historically reduced the oppor-
tunity for open debate on this Floor; and 

Whereas the Speaker, Mrs. PELOSI, the 
Democratic leadership, and the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. OBEY, 
prevented the House from voting on the 
amendment by excluding it from the list of 
amendments made in order under the rule 
for the bill: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That H. Res. 669, the rule to ac-
company H.R. 3288, be amended to allow the 
gentleman from Georgia’s amendment be 
considered and voted on in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
rule IX, a resolution offered from the 
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as 
a question of the privileges of the 
House has immediate precedence only 
at a time designated by the Chair with-
in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from Georgia will appear in the 
RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 2(a)(1) of rule IX, I hereby 
notify the House of my intention to 
offer a resolution as a question of privi-
lege of the House. 

The form of my resolution is as fol-
lows: 

Whereas the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. 
TIAHRT submitted an amendment to the 
Committee on Rules to H.R. 3288, Transpor-
tation, Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010; 
Whereas the said gentleman’s amendment 
would have prohibited salaries and expenses 
from being paid to individuals who obligate 
money under the stimulus FHWA program 
for road signs that are placed at construc-
tion sites to alert motorists that the project 
is being paid for by stimulus money; Whereas 
the gentleman’s amendment complied with 
all applicable Rules of the House for amend-
ments to appropriations measures and would 
have been in order under an open amendment 
process, but regrettably the House Demo-
cratic leadership has dramatically and his-
torically reduced the opportunity for free 
speech on this Floor; and, 

Whereas the Speaker, Mrs. PELOSI, the 
Democratic leadership, and the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. OBEY, 
prevented the House from voting on the 
amendment by excluding it from the list of 
amendments made in order under the rule 
for the bill: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That H. Res. 669, the rule to ac-
company H.R. 3288, be amended to allow the 
gentleman from Kansas’s amendment be con-
sidered and voted on in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
rule IX, a resolution offered from the 
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as 

a question of the privileges of the 
House has immediate precedence only 
at a time designated by the Chair with-
in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from Kansas will appear in the 
RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 

b 1045 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 
Mrs. BACHMANN. Madam Speaker, 

pursuant to clause 2(a)(1) of rule IX, I 
hereby notify the House of my inten-
tion to offer a resolution as a question 
of the privileges of the House. 

The form of my resolution is as fol-
lows: 

Whereas the gentlewoman from Minnesota, 
Mrs. Bachmann submitted an amendment to 
the Committee on Rules to H.R. 3288, the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2010; 

Whereas the said gentlewoman’s amend-
ment would have protected American tax-
payers by prohibiting funds made available 
in the Act from being used to fund any orga-
nization that has been indicted for violations 
of state or federal election laws—or that em-
ploys people who have—such as the Associa-
tion of Community Organizations for Reform 
Now (ACORN); 

Whereas a similar provision was adopted 
by the House in 2008 during consideration of 
H.R. 3221, the Housing and Economic Recov-
ery Act of 2008, and became law on June 30, 
2008, but does not currently apply to all pro-
grams funded in the underlying bill; 

Whereas the gentlewoman’s amendment 
complied with all applicable Rules of the 
House for amendments to appropriations 
measures and would have been in order under 
an open amendment process, but regrettably 
the House Democratic leadership has dra-
matically and historically reduced the op-
portunity to protect American taxpayers on 
this Floor; and 

Whereas the Speaker, Mrs. Pelosi, the 
Democratic leadership, and the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. Obey, 
prevented the House from voting on the 
amendment by excluding it from the list of 
amendments made in order under the rule 
for the bill: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That H. Res. 669, the rule to ac-
company H.R. 3288, be amended to allow the 
gentlewoman from Minnesota’s amendment 
be considered and voted on in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
rule IX, a resolution offered from the 
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as 
a question of the privileges of the 
House has immediate precedence only 
at a time designated by the Chair with-
in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gentle-
woman from Minnesota will appear in 
the RECORD at this point. 
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The Chair will not at this point de-

termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3288, TRANSPORTATION, 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP-
MENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2010 
Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, by di-

rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 669 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 669 
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3288) making 
appropriations for the Departments of Trans-
portation, and Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2010, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be 
dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. 
General debate shall be confined to the bill 
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on 
Appropriations. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. The bill shall be considered 
as read through page 160, line 6. Points of 
order against provisions in the bill for fail-
ure to comply with clause 2 of rule XXI are 
waived. Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule 
XVIII, except as provided in section 2, no 
amendment shall be in order except: (1) the 
amendments printed in part A of the report 
of the Committee on Rules accompanying 
this resolution; (2) not to exceed seven of the 
amendments printed in part B of the report 
of the Committee on Rules if offered by Rep-
resentative Flake of Arizona or his designee; 
and (3) not to exceed two of the amendments 
printed in part C of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules if offered by Representative 
Hensarling of Texas or his designee. Each 
such amendment may be offered only in the 
order printed in the report, may be offered 
only by a Member designated in the report, 
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for 10 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent, 
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. The proponent of 
any such amendment may modify its amend-
atory instructions before the question is put 
thereon. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived except those arising 
under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. At the con-
clusion of consideration of the bill for 
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. In the case 
of sundry amendments reported from the 
Committee, the question of their adoption 
shall be put to the House en gros and with-
out division of the question. The previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. 

SEC. 2. After disposition of the amend-
ments specified in the first section of this 

resolution, the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appropriations 
or their designees each may offer one pro 
forma amendment to the bill for the purpose 
of debate, which shall be controlled by the 
proponent. 

SEC. 3. The Chair may entertain a motion 
that the Committee rise only if offered by 
the chair of the Committee on Appropria-
tions or his designee. The Chair may not en-
tertain a motion to strike out the enacting 
words of the bill (as described in clause 9 of 
rule XVIII). 

SEC. 4. During consideration of H.R. 3288, 
the Chair may reduce to two minutes the 
minimum time for electronic voting under 
clause 6 of rule XVIII and clauses 8 and 9 of 
rule XX. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. FLAKE. Madam Speaker, I raise 

a point of order because the resolution 
violates section 426(a) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act. The resolution con-
tains a waiver against all points of 
order in the Congressional Budget Act 
which causes a violation of rule 426(a). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Arizona makes a point of 
order that the resolution violates sec-
tion 426(a) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974. The gentleman has met the 
threshold burden under the rule. The 
gentleman from Arizona and a Member 
opposed each will control 10 minutes of 
debate on the question of consider-
ation. 

After that debate, the Chair will put 
the question of consideration. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Again, I rise today not 
because this bill may or may not vio-
late the Unfunded Mandates Act—it 
may or it may not. The question here 
is why, again, and we’re near the end of 
the appropriations cycle and we’ve 
been living under what is the equiva-
lent of legislative martial law, where 
the majority has stated that they can-
not allow appropriation bills to come 
to the floor because we have to get 
through this process. We have to move 
through it. The Appropriations Com-
mittee chairman said, There is a lim-
ited numbers of hours between now and 
the time we recess. If we want to get 
our work done, we have to limit the de-
bate time that we spend on these bills. 

Now, appropriating is one of the 
most—if not the most important— 
thing that Congress does. We maintain 
the power of the purse under article 1. 
This is our responsibility. And to say 
that we’ve got to move through it 
quickly and so we have to deny the mi-
nority party the ability to offer the 
amendments it wants to offer simply 
because we have to make the trains 
run on time here. 

When the Republicans were in the 
majority, one Member said the other 
day that he was in the chair for over 3 
days on the interior bill simply because 
Members on the majority side and the 
minority side had a lot of amendments 
they wanted to offer—3 days on the in-
terior bill. Here we’re allowing just an 
afternoon on the THUD bill. We’re al-
lowing just less than a day on the de-
fense bill next week that contains more 

than a thousand earmarks that haven’t 
been vetted by the Appropriations 
Committee, 540 of which are no-bid 
contracts to private companies. And we 
aren’t allowing probably but a few, if 
history holds, amendments to that bill. 
And they will likely be amendments 
that the majority chooses. 

Last week, on a previous appropria-
tion bill, I asked for unanimous con-
sent 16 times on 16 amendments that I 
had to allow us to substitute an 
amendment that one of my colleagues 
had offered that was not allowed. 

So making the point that this isn’t 
an issue of time; the time constraints 
were already set. We simply wanted to 
substitute amendments that we 
thought were maybe more important, 
that Members were denied the ability 
to offer, and we were rejected. Objec-
tion was raised 16 times to unanimous 
consent requests simply to substitute 
amendments. So we know what this is 
about. It’s not about an issue of time, 
although that is a sorry excuse, frank-
ly. When appropriating dollars is the 
most important thing we do here, we 
shouldn’t limit ourselves to just a few 
days to get the appropriations process 
done on the floor. 

But even if you accept that, the mi-
nority party simply wanted to offer the 
amendments it wanted to offer, not the 
ones that the majority party had cho-
sen for the minority party to offer and 
were denied 16 times. And here again 
today we’re going to be discussing a 
bill. More than 70 amendments were of-
fered to the Rules Committee. Only, I 
believe, 24 were ruled in order. We just 
had four or five Members offer privi-
leged resolutions to make the point 
that their amendments, which were 
germane, which should have been al-
lowed, were not allowed by the minor-
ity party. 

Madam Speaker, this isn’t the way 
this House ought to be run. We’re 
breaking from tradition here with the 
appropriations process, and at a time 
when we need more than ever to scrub 
these appropriations bills and make 
sure we’re not spending money that we 
shouldn’t be spending. We have a def-
icit that will near $2 trillion this year. 
When I came to Congress just 8 years 
ago, that was almost the entire Federal 
budget. Now our budget deficit will 
equal that amount, and yet we’re 
throwing appropriation bills at the 
floor and saying got to get them done 
in 1 day and not allow the minority 
party to offer the amendments that it 
would like to offer. 

I would submit that while the major-
ity party may think that they can get 
away with it because process argu-
ments don’t mean much outside the 
Beltway, I can see that. But a bad proc-
ess begets bad policy, and sooner or 
later, it will come back to bite. And it 
just doesn’t come back to bite the ma-
jority party; it comes back to haunt 
this institution. And institutionally, 
we ought to be better. We ought to 
have more regard for this institution 
than to simply break with precedent 
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like this and deny the minority party 
the ability to offer the amendments I 
would like to offer. 

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, I rise 
in opposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York is recognized 
for 10 minutes. 

Mr. ARCURI. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, this point of order 
is not about anything other than delay-
ing the passage of this very important 
bill. And I would say to my friend from 
Arizona, that he, himself, has probably 
received more amendments from the 
Rules Committee than the rest of Con-
gress put together. So he certainly has 
had an opportunity to offer many 
amendments with respect to different 
earmarks that he feels should be re-
moved from the bill. 

So I would submit that this point of 
order is really about delaying the pas-
sage of what is a critically important 
bill, and that is the transportation ap-
propriation bill, a bill that talks about 
things like funding roads so that we 
have safe highways for our families to 
travel on, things like high-speed rail so 
we can bring people and goods from 
point A to point B as quickly as pos-
sible. That’s what we’re here to discuss 
today. That’s why the passage, the con-
sideration of this rule and the passage 
of this rule, is so important, so we may 
consider this critically important bill. 

b 1100 
I hope my colleagues will vote ‘‘yes’’ 

so we can consider this legislation on 
its merits and not stop it by virtue of 
a procedural motion. Those who oppose 
the bill can vote against the final pas-
sage. We must consider this rule, and 
we must pass this legislation today. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. I yield myself the bal-

ance of my time to answer the gen-
tleman. 

I want to make the point that I’m 
not trying to delay the process. I could 
call a vote and waste 30 minutes. I’m 
not going to. I know the outcome here. 
That’s not the point. The gentleman 
mentioned that I’ve been given a lot of 
amendments. I have, but it is only be-
cause the majority knows that they 
can beat them. And when I’ve offered 
to substitute some of my colleagues’ 
amendments that were germane that 
simply weren’t ruled in order, objec-
tion was raised 16 times to do that. So 
this isn’t about time. This is about the 
majority wanting only the amend-
ments that it wants to see on the floor. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. ARCURI. I yield back the bal-

ance of my time, and urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote 
on the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

The question is, Will the House now 
consider the resolution? 

The question of consideration was de-
cided in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York is recognized 
for 1 hour. 

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, for 
purposes of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART). All time yielded during con-
sideration of the rule is for the purpose 
of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ARCURI. I ask unanimous con-

sent that all Members be given 5 legis-
lative days within which to revise and 
extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ARCURI. I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
I rise today as a member of the Rules 

Committee and also as a member of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee in strong support of H.R. 
3288, the Fiscal Year 2010 Transpor-
tation HUD Appropriations Act. H. 
Res. 669 provides for consideration of 
H.R. 3288 under a structured rule. The 
rule provides 1 hour of general debate 
controlled by the Committee on Appro-
priations. 

The rule makes in order a total of 23 
amendments, each of which is debat-
able for 10 minutes. The rule also pro-
vides one motion to recommit with or 
without instructions. 

Madam Speaker, housing and trans-
portation are two areas that must be 
priorities for Congress, especially when 
the economy slows, because we get a 
double return on our investment. As we 
have seen with the recovery bill, in-
vestment in infrastructure not only 
generates economic recovery by put-
ting people back to work, but those 
construction jobs strengthen our trans-
portation system and improve our 
housing stock. We not only put people 
to work, but we also get something in 
the long run. We get better roads. We 
get safer transportation. We get better 
housing. That is critically important. 

Some of the members of the Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee would have liked to have seen a 
greater percentage of the funding in 
the Recovery Act go towards infra-
structure spending and, indeed, we 
have seen that of all the funding in-
cluded in that bill the transportation 
funding has resulted in saving and cre-
ating jobs faster than even we ex-
pected. 

The Transportation-HUD Appropria-
tions bill continues this investment 
and our commitment to utilize all of 
the tools available to continue this 
economic recovery that has already 
begun to take hold. Included in H.R. 
3288 is $41.1 billion to improve and re-
pair our Nation’s aging highway infra-
structure. The bill includes more than 
$10 billion for Federal Transit Adminis-
tration, which will help transit agen-
cies meet increased public demand for 
mass transit. This not only provides 
more transportation options to Ameri-
cans during tough economic times, it 
also decreases traffic congestion, re-
duces our dependence on foreign oil, 
and reduces greenhouse gas emissions. 

This bill adds another $4 billion to 
develop and construct a national sys-
tem of high-speed rail, building on the 
commitment we began with the recov-
ery bill. This is the first major invest-
ment in transportation since the 1960s. 
High-speed rail moves more people at a 
lower cost, at a faster speed and with 
less impact on the environment than 
does road transportation. We have de-
veloped the most advanced highway 
and aviation systems in the world over 
the last 60 years, but in comparison to 
the train system in other nations such 
as Germany, France and even China, 
they have clearly exceeded what we 
have done here in America. 

Speaking from the experience of my 
own delegation, the Members that rep-
resent upstate New York, we are com-
mitted to work in a bipartisan effort to 
make high-speed rail a reality across 
upstate New York. We have done so be-
cause we realize the numerous benefits 
that this improvement in our transpor-
tation system will have as a result of 
high-speed rail, not only for upstate 
New York, but for the Nation as a 
whole. 

Just as we saw over a century ago 
with the construction of the Erie 
Canal, streamlining the movement of 
people and goods along the corridor be-
tween the eastern seaboard and Chi-
cago, the freight gateway to the west 
coast, will benefit the cities at both 
ends and also the cities across the 
country through which the line will 
run. 

Madam Speaker, this is just a sam-
pling of the important programs and 
initiatives that the Transportation- 
HUD Appropriations Act will fund in 
fiscal year 2010. I urge all my col-
leagues to support this rule and the un-
derlying bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. Madam Speaker, I would like 
to thank my friend, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. ARCURI), for the 
time, and I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. Last month, in the mid-
dle of the night, the majority called an 
emergency meeting of the Rules Com-
mittee in order to withdraw a modified 
open rule which had previously been 
passed by the committee regarding the 
Commerce, Justice and Science Appro-
priations bill and to replace it with a 
draconian rule that severely limited 
the ability of Members from both sides 
of the aisle to bring amendments to the 
floor for debate and a vote. 

That unnecessary and unfortunate 
procedure began the process of over-
turning over two centuries of precedent 
of open debate on appropriations bills 
in this House. Historically, appropria-
tions bills, such as the one being 
brought to the floor today, have come 
to the floor under an open rule, a rule 
that allows any Member, from either 
side of the aisle, to offer amendments 
if the amendments are germane. Now 
the majority has unwisely ended that 
hallowed tradition and is using the 
Rules Committee to repress the ability 
of Members to offer amendments. 
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Each and every appropriations bill 

considered since that late night, or 
should I say early morning, meeting 
has restricted the prerogative of Mem-
bers to offer amendments. Instead, the 
Speaker and the chairman of the Ap-
propriations Committee, through the 
majority on the Rules Committee, de-
cide who will offer amendments, and 
they decide exactly who shapes the 
way Congress spends the taxpayers’ 
dollars. As of the last count, that doc-
trine, the Pelosi-Obey doctrine, has 
blocked over 600 amendments. Six hun-
dred times already Members on both 
sides of the aisle in this House have 
been denied the ability to represent 
their constituents on appropriations 
bills. 

The new doctrine and process not 
only breaks two centuries of tradition 
and precedent in the House; it also 
runs contrary to one of the central te-
nets of the Democrats’ election cam-
paign. During the 2006 campaign, they 
claimed that they would run Congress 
in a more open and bipartisan manner. 
On December 6 of that year, Speaker 
PELOSI reiterated her campaign prom-
ise. She said, ‘‘We promised the Amer-
ican people that we would have the 
most honest and open government, and 
we will.’’ But here we are today, with 
Congress for the first time in history 
completely shutting down the pre-
viously open appropriations process. 

When the process was first closed 
down last month, I explained to the 
majority that they should be cognizant 
of the repercussions of overturning two 
centuries of precedent. They did not 
listen. They have continued to bring to 
this floor restrictive rule after restric-
tive rule, 10 so far. Although I feel that 
the majority has caused lasting dam-
age to the traditions of the House, 
there’s still a chance for the majority 
to return to the long-held tradition of 
fairness and openness of debate on ap-
propriations bills. So I urge my col-
leagues to oppose this rule so that we 
can return to regular order, to restore 
the long-held tradition of the House of 
openness on appropriations bills. 

I once again remind my colleagues 
that majorities are never eternal. The 
precedent being set now may be used 
by majorities in the future. And this is 
not the appropriate way to run the 
House. It is unnecessary. It is inappro-
priate. It is unfair. I think it’s time, 
Madam Speaker, that we overturn that 
doctrine, the Pelosi-Obey doctrine, and 
restore the tradition of openness in the 
appropriations process. 

And I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, I yield 

3 minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado, one of the new distinguished 
members of the Rules Committee, Mr. 
POLIS. 

Mr. POLIS. I thank my colleague, 
Mr. ARCURI, for the time, and I rise 
today, Madam Speaker, in strong sup-
port of this rule and the underlying 
bill. Madam Speaker, right now, our 
Nation’s transportation infrastructure 
continues to fight a losing battle with 

our growing needs, shrinking revenues 
and a dwindling highway trust fund. 

Meanwhile, our public housing assist-
ance and community support programs 
feel the strain of additional demand, 
more and more families and individuals 
across our country who face layoffs, 
foreclosures and the economic waves 
that have rippled through nearly every 
sector of our economy in every State in 
our Nation. 

Madam Speaker, this bill will help to 
address the challenges of those who are 
particularly hard hit in a responsible 
and thorough manner, and I thank Sub-
committee Chair OLVER and Chairman 
OBEY and their staffs for a job well 
done. This bill provides vitally needed 
funding for transit through investment 
in the Federal Transit Administration, 
including commuter rail systems and a 
focus on multi-modal transportation 
planning. 

This bill also reflects our growing un-
derstanding of where our transpor-
tation system needs to go in the future 
and how to get there. We understand 
that the sooner we address things like 
vehicle miles traveled, congestion, 
smart growth and complete streets, the 
sooner we will see the environmental, 
health and economic benefits that the 
status quo is currently lacking. 

Easing congestion is crucial for my 
district in Colorado. Even the smallest 
amount of congestion means major 
economic impacts as travelers and 
companies moving goods and people on 
Highway 70 and Highway 36 sit idle. 
These highways are two of the main ar-
teries in my district that connect near-
ly every community and where invest-
ment in infrastructure has not kept 
pace with growth. 

Highway 70 is the lifeblood of our 
mountain communities in Colorado. 
This bill will help ease congestion in 
places like Eagle, a growing commu-
nity in the mountains where, until a 
few years ago, rush hour was like a 
long lift line in Vail or too many rafts 
on the Colorado River. But now, this is 
a community that comes to a halt with 
rush-hour traffic that combines with 
regional airport traffic to yield real 
implications. 

We all know that our Nation’s hous-
ing market has been at the center of 
our economic troubles and that our 
economic troubles have only fed a 
cycle of more layoffs and foreclosures. 
These programs in this bill adminis-
tered by HUD allow nonprofit organiza-
tions such as Thistle Community Hous-
ing in my district to make housing af-
fordable for all families. Through com-
munity development grants, Thistle 
leverages Federal dollars with private 
philanthropy and local funds to not 
only provide affordable rental housing, 
but also to make the dream of home-
ownership possible for my constituents 
even of modest needs. 

Make no mistake, however, this is 
not merely a housing subsidy program. 
It also promotes personal responsi-
bility by requiring enrollment in finan-
cial literacy and job training programs. 

In our economic climate, these kinds of 
training programs are critical. To help 
our recovery, this bill extends the loan 
limits enacted in the American Recov-
ery and Reinvestment Act through 2010 
and provides for continuation of the 
Home Equity Conversion Mortgage pro-
gram. 

Madam Speaker, this bill is critical 
for our country because it is important 
for our economy, our environment, and 
it builds and repairs the physical infra-
structure of our Nation. I urge swift 
passage of the rule and the bill. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, it is a pleas-
ure to yield 4 minutes to my friend 
from Iowa (Mr. LATHAM). 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Florida for 
the time. 

I rise in opposition to this rule be-
cause I do not want to lend my support 
to a politically cooked process that 
freezes the American people out of hav-
ing their say through a constructive 
amendment process. I know the large 
number of the majority Members do 
not want this process either for the 
same reasons that I don’t. The major-
ity may think that they are freezing 
out the minority in these rules, and 
they are; but more importantly, they 
are freezing out their own constituents 
and all of our constituents. 

b 1115 

The truth of the matter is that these 
closed and structured rules are de-
signed to avoid the tough votes, and 
those familiar with the situation know 
that. On the surface, the rules may be 
promoted as a means of moving the 
process along in a timely fashion, and 
there may be some tone of truth to 
that; however, the real issue is the dif-
ficult votes, and that’s sad, because 
that’s what we get paid to do here. We 
don’t get paid to duck tough votes 
around here. 

I have to wonder sometimes if our 
predecessors from both parties are not 
looking down from the big chamber in 
the sky and wondering what in God’s 
name are we doing to the process that 
they left us. One thing we know we’re 
doing is cheating the American people. 

The administration says that this 
bill is about making long-term infra-
structure investments. If that is true, 
then our investors, or our constituents, 
should have a say-so in how those in-
vestments are made. Right now they 
have no such say, and that’s a shame. 

As an example, I had an amendment 
to move $3 billion in ‘‘parked’’ money 
in a high-speed rail appropriation to be 
put—to use in the Highway Trust Fund 
where we desperately need those funds. 
The administration wants us to bail 
out the Highway Trust Fund, for those 
of you who don’t know that. And I 
want to note, too, that in the stimulus 
package there is $8 billion sitting there 
for high-speed rail, none of which will 
be spent this year. 

Also, there was an agreement be-
tween the administration and Congress 
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saying that with that $8 billion we 
would appropriate $1 billion a year for 
the next 5 years. My amendment would 
have honored the administration’s re-
quest in that agreement, leaving $1 bil-
lion in the high-speed rail account. My 
amendment was not made in order. 
That $3 billion could have been used as 
an investment in my State and all of 
your States in a much-needed invest-
ment in the highway infrastructure 
that would actually create jobs now. 

For some, however, that would have 
been a tough vote, because even though 
that money won’t be spent on high- 
speed rail for a couple of years, at 
least, a vote to transfer to the trust 
fund, where it’s needed today, would be 
a vote to remove it from the rapid trail 
category now, a vote that would not 
have been politically fashionable for 
some in this Chamber, and that’s the 
reason it’s not in order. 

The net result is that an important 
investment amendment will now not be 
put to the investors, the taxpayers. In-
stead, we will institutionally duck the 
vote and, thereby, rob the investors of 
their say-so in this worthwhile invest-
ment. 

I want to say, Madam Speaker, that 
this bill could have been a bipartisan 
bill. Chairman OLVER and I worked to-
gether all through this process. We had 
hearings. We worked in a constructive 
way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I yield the gentleman an addi-
tional minute. 

Mr. LATHAM. And I think it is an 
outrage and an insult to Chairman 
OLVER for the Rules Committee to say 
that you’re questioning his competence 
and his ability to handle issues in-
volved in this bill. 

This could have been a bipartisan 
process. This could have been some-
thing that everyone in this House 
could support if, in fact, we had a proc-
ess that respected the chairman, his 
abilities, his competence, and re-
spected the interests of all of our con-
stituents. 

To close out people, our constituents, 
the people who own these investments, 
is simply wrong, and I ask everyone to 
please vote against this outrageous 
rule and respect the chairman, respect 
what the rights should be in this House 
of Representatives and have been since 
the beginning. And I would encourage 
everyone to vote against this out-
rageous rule. 

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, before 
I recognize my colleague from New 
York, I would just like to make a 
point, and that is, throughout history, 
we have seen vision on the part of peo-
ple, and it’s that vision that brought 
Columbus to the New World. It’s that 
vision that built the Panama Canal. 
It’s the vision that built the Erie 
Canal. It’s the vision in the Eisenhower 
Highway System. It’s the vision that 
brings us and moves us forward. 

This bill contains that vision. It has 
money in it for high-speed rail. That, I 

would submit, is our vision for the fu-
ture. That’s the kind of vision that 
people sent us here to Congress to con-
tinue, and it’s that kind of vision that 
this bill contains. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I would 
yield 3 minutes to one of the leaders in 
transportation in this country, the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD-
LER). 

Mr. NADLER of New York. I rise in 
support of the rule for the Transpor-
tation-HUD Appropriations Act, and I 
think that the transportation appro-
priation in this bill is excellent, but 
I’m going to focus on a different aspect 
of it. 

I want to, in particular, thank Chair-
man OLVER for securing more than $18 
billion for tenant-based rental assist-
ance and $8.7 billion for project-based 
rental assistance. This represents 
about $3.7 billion more than last year. 
This should be enough to fully fund the 
renewal of section 8 tenant-based and 
project-based rental assistance and 
provide $75 million for about 10,000 new 
incremental tenant-based vouchers for 
homeless veterans. 

The bill also has $350 million for the 
Housing for People with AIDS pro-
gram, also known as HOPWA, $50 mil-
lion more than was appropriated last 
year. This is a great victory for these 
programs, and I applaud the chairman 
and the committee for their efforts to 
secure these badly needed resources. 

I also want to thank all of my col-
leagues who signed on to my letter to 
the committee in support of increases 
for section 8 housing and for the 
HOPWA program earlier this year. 

For many years, our letters were ig-
nored and we were forced to come to 
the floor and offer an amendment to in-
crease funding for section 8 housing 
and HOPWA, where more than not we 
were successful at passing amendments 
to increase funding for these programs. 
I am pleased that this year, because of 
the efforts of the chairman, that was 
not necessary for us to come to the 
floor with an amendment. 

But I do want to recognize that the 
need for affordable housing will still 
greatly outpace the supply. During this 
time of economic recession, much more 
needs to be done. I understand the Fi-
nancial Services Committee is working 
on legislation to reform the section 8 
program and authorize 150,000 addi-
tional new vouchers, and I look for-
ward to working with them to pass 
that legislation so we can more prop-
erly address the severe housing crisis 
by substantially increasing funding for 
vouchers. 

Similarly, while we requested $360 
million this year for the HOPWA pro-
gram and $350 million is appropriated 
in this bill, the National AIDS Housing 
Coalition estimates that over $3.2 bil-
lion is required to truly meet the hous-
ing needs for all those living with HIV/ 
AIDS. 

While we could always do more when 
it comes to funding for section 8 and 
HOPWA, I recognize it is no small feat 

to increase funding for a program by 
$3.7 billion in a single year for section 
8 and $350 million for HOPWA. 

I commend the chairman for his lead-
ership, and I want to thank him for his 
continued support for these important 
housing initiatives. And I also want to 
thank the chairman and the committee 
for their initiatives in the transpor-
tation field and for the funds they have 
brought to this. 

And I want to express, while I have 
the opportunity, my agreement with 
Chairman OBERSTAR that it is essential 
that we pass, this year, a reauthoriza-
tion of the transportation bill and not 
put it off for 18 months into the next 
Presidential election year cycle if 
we’re going to start catching up to the 
necessity to keep our infrastructure 
from falling apart, and also if we’re 
going to get some more stimulus for 
this economy that we so desperately 
need during this recession. 

So I support the rule. I thank the 
chairman for yielding me time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to another gentleman from 
New York, one of the freshmen here, 
Mr. MASSA. 

Mr. MASSA. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today not only in support of the rule, 
in support of the underlying bill, but in 
opposition to one of the unprecedent-
edly large numbers of amendments 
which, in fact, is being allowed to be 
offered to this bill. And I have sat here 
this morning listening to a long con-
versation about the lack of allocation 
of amendments, and yet I have yet to 
hear the reality that in this House and 
in this rule and in this Congress, the 
majority has offered an unprecedented 
number of amendments to all forms of 
legislation heretofore not seen in the 
111th or forbearing Congresses. 

The amendment today that I would 
like to discuss is one that reaches far 
down into this bill to strip out a very 
small amount of money for a town 
where I come from. Now, I know that 
many people don’t know where Hornell, 
New York, is. It’s a small town. It’s not 
on the big maps of the geopolitical 
world, but it’s where I’m from. And in 
fact, in that town, once a center of a 
bustling train industry, is a small 
YMCA. 

And that YMCA, like many around 
rural America, is a community center 
that offers not only its basic functions 
but, in this case, is actually a func-
tioning gym for a small St. Ann’s 
Catholic school. It’s also a cardio-
vascular rehabilitation center for a 
local St. James private hospital. 

With unprecedented transparency 
and, frankly, a small amount of pride, 
I have fought to place not billions, not 
hundreds of millions, not even tens of 
millions, but a very small amount of 
money to service and return a fair 
value of taxation back to the commu-
nity. 
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What I proposed to do and what I am 

fighting against by stopping an amend-
ment that would strip that out, with 
an open heart and an open conversa-
tion with those on the other side of the 
aisle that would deny the citizens of 
this small town a return for their tax 
investment, is to help that small com-
munity in whatever way possible. 

I rise in support of this bill and this 
rule in support of the underlying 
legislation. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I continue to reserve. 

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. RODRIGUEZ). 

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Madam Speaker, I 
rise in support of the rule in the legis-
lation H.R. 3288, the Transportation 
Appropriating bill. In particular, I 
want to express my support for the pas-
senger rail funding within the bill that 
amounts to $4 billion. 

President Obama, Chairman OLVER, 
and my colleagues on the appropria-
tions committee have demonstrated 
their commitment to passenger and 
high-speed rail by providing funding in 
this bill that would enable the urban, 
suburban, and rural communities in 
America to be connected by a system 
that will deliver both safe, swift, effi-
cient, and economical travel across our 
Nation. 

Texas, in particular, and the congres-
sional delegation, needs passenger and 
high-speed rail, and we know that 
throughout the country it’s needed. 
Funding for high- and higher-speed rail 
will reduce congestion and pollution, 
create jobs, and connect communities. 

The deployment of rail throughout 
the designated corridors in my State 
and throughout the country and my 
district is something that’s drastically 
needed and will help enhance business 
alike. The San Antonio/Austin corridor 
area is booming and the highway is 
congested. Developing passenger rail is 
crucial to the economic development. 

It is vital that we preserve the rec-
ommended levels of passenger funding 
in this bill. Our passenger rail system 
is terribly underdeveloped and under-
funded when compared to other nations 
such as France, Italy, China, and 
Japan, so we need to make that invest-
ment as quickly as possible. And the 
high-speed rail is needed. 

In Texas, we have intellectual capac-
ity and technology to be able to make 
this happen and make this happen as 
quickly as possible. My colleagues in 
south Texas have joined me in support 
of this effort, and we will hopefully get 
this bill passed. 

As a member of the committee, I 
want to encourage everyone to support 
this piece of legislation that allows an 
opportunity for us to begin to look 
with that vision to the future. We need 
to get on board and support the $4 bil-
lion funding contained in H.R. 3288 that 
deals with rail. 

I encourage both House and Texas 
colleagues to support the piece of legis-
lation that we have before us and sup-
port the bill. 

b 1130 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. Madam Speaker, I would ask 
my friend if he has any additional 
speakers. 

Mr. ARCURI. We have no additional 
speakers. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I thank my friend. This has 
been an interesting debate. Apparently, 
there are some discussions, Madam 
Speaker, going on with our friends on 
the other side of the aisle. 

What I will do at this point is reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, I will 
continue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, I would sim-
ply inquire of my friend if it is the in-
tention of the majority to try to 
amend the rule. 

Mr. ARCURI. We are at the present 
time reviewing that option, and we are 
looking at it, but I would like, if I may, 
in the meantime, to make one more 
point about this bill. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. On your time. 

If I may, Madam Speaker, I thank 
my friend. Obviously, I have great re-
spect for him, and I know that he will 
continue to speak on the merits of the 
legislation being brought to the floor 
today. 

As confirmed by my friend, it seems 
that the majority is considering 
amending the rule, I am told, to elimi-
nate the provision which allows Mem-
bers to modify the amendatory instruc-
tions in their amendments to account 
for changes in the bill that occurred 
during the printing process. 

It is my understanding that the ma-
jority fears that the minority will ex-
ploit that provision to change our 
amendments even though that has not 
happened thus far. 

If this were to take place, I think it 
would be another example of how the 
majority is rushing legislation to the 
floor without giving this system the 
necessary time to work. If we had an 
extra day, we wouldn’t need this provi-
sion at all because the bill would be 
printed, and the Members could read 
the bill; but because the Rules Com-
mittee and the chairman of the Appro-
priations Committee are determined to 
push legislation through without suffi-
cient time for the House to review the 
legislation, we need this provision in 
the rule to account for clerical prob-
lems. Rather than actually giving 
Members time to read the bill, they 
want to run the risk that Members’ 
amendments might not be in order. 

So, in short, Madam Speaker, if this 
amendment to the rule were to take 
place, I think it would be another ex-
ample of how the Speaker and the 
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee value their schedules over the 
rights of Members to be heard on the 
floor. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ARCURI. I thank my friend for 

his comments. 

Madam Speaker, this is somewhat of 
a technical change that we are contem-
plating, but I would say this: I think 
what one side or what one person views 
as rushing a piece of legislation the 
other side can very well argue is nec-
essary and that we need to do it. 

One of the things that I hear from 
constituents at home is, you know, 
Congress needs to put aside the par-
tisan bickering and move forward with 
the people’s business. I would submit 
that that is exactly what we are trying 
to do. There is nothing more impor-
tant, obviously, for Congress to do 
than to ensure that the funding to run 
the government is available. Now, obvi-
ously, both sides of the aisle have dra-
matic differences on how that funding 
should occur. 

I would submit to my friend from 
Florida—and I mean that, my good 
friend and colleague from the Rules 
Committee—that we have a distinct 
difference in terms of what a ‘‘time-
table’’ is. We believe that we are here 
to ensure that we do the people’s busi-
ness and that it is done and that we do 
the funding in appropriations bills in a 
timely fashion. So we are working on 
that, and we are considering the 
amendment, and we will have an an-
swer on that very shortly. 

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ARCURI. I will gladly yield to 
my friend from Texas. 

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. In listening to 
some of the discussions earlier of the 
amendments that had been brought be-
fore and of their concerns that they 
were not going to be listed, I know that 
the Rules Committee did the right 
thing in not considering them since a 
lot of the amendments that were 
talked about earlier, Madam Speaker, 
were amendments that should be dealt 
more appropriately with the author-
izing committees. This is an appro-
priating bill, and they should not be 
handled in legislation of this matter. 
In appropriating bills, we don’t have 
those amendments. They should go 
with that committee, and we need to 
respect the committees on the author-
izing side to make sure that they do 
the right thing and that they do the 
authorizing and not through an appro-
priating bill. 

I know this is a technical matter 
that will hopefully get dealt with, but 
in response to the discussions that you 
had had regarding the previous so- 
called lack of an opportunity to pre-
pare those amendments, those amend-
ments belong in an authorizing bill and 
not in an appropriating bill. 

Let me just say that this is a major 
piece of legislation. It’s a bill that 
needs to be passed. Throughout this 
country, there is a tremendous need for 
our infrastructure. This is a bill that 
will allow for an opportunity to create 
jobs, additional jobs, and that will 
make things happen, especially for the 
fast rail system, where it makes an in-
vestment and begins to look at re-
sources in that area. That’s one of the 
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areas in this country where we’re lack-
ing and where we have to have addi-
tional resources. 

So I just wanted to take an oppor-
tunity to share the importance of mak-
ing sure that we pass this piece of leg-
islation. 

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, we are ready 
to close, but my understanding is that 
the majority hasn’t finalized its 
amendment to further restrict this 
process. 

For example, with regard to this 
Transportation-HUD appropriations 
bill, the original schedule that was put 
out by the chairman of the Appropria-
tions Committee, before the decision 
was made to end two centuries of 
precedent and not permit open rules on 
appropriations bills, called for 2 days of 
debate, but the rule they’re bringing to 
the floor limits it, obviously, to 1 day 
of debate. Now they have an amend-
ment to the rule that, apparently, they 
want to bring forth to further limit de-
bate. So I am waiting until our col-
leagues have finalized their amend-
ment to further restrict this process 
before, obviously, I close. 

Having said that, I would ask my 
friend and colleague if he is ready with 
his further restrictive amendment. I 
will yield for the answer. 

Mr. ARCURI. With respect to the 
question, I do take exception to your 
characterization of it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. The question is: With regard 
to the amendment to the rule, are you 
ready with your amendment to the 
rule? 

Mr. ARCURI. We are not ready. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. Then I will reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, first 
off, may I inquire as to the amount of 
time left on both sides? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There 
are 12 minutes remaining for the gen-
tleman from New York, and there are 
151⁄2 minutes remaining for the gen-
tleman from Florida. 

Mr. ARCURI. Thank you. 
Madam Speaker, I would like to 

speak just for a couple of more minutes 
again about the underlying importance 
of passing this rule and the underlying 
bill. 

I think there is nothing more impor-
tant than transportation and infra-
structure for government to ensure ex-
ists. When you look back at the history 
of this great institution, the first 
standing committee was, in fact, the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee, although then not called 
by that very name, but it was criti-
cally important. The framers saw the 
importance of having an infrastruc-
ture, of having the ability to render 
our ports navigable and of having func-
tional roads. At that time, of course, 
rail and airlines were not even imag-
ined, but as we transformed our Na-

tion, it became a critical part of our in-
frastructure. So it is my belief that 
this rule and the underlying bill are 
critically important. 

Madam Speaker, at this time, I 
would like to lay out on the record the 
amendment that we may be offering. 

The amendment to the rule is, actu-
ally, rather minor. The amendment 
will strike from the rule a provision 
that is no longer necessary. There was 
some concern that the final version of 
the GPO print might not have the same 
page and line numbers as the ordered 
reported version. That did not occur, so 
the language in the rule to preserve the 
Members’ rights to fix their amend-
ments is no longer needed. 

As I indicated earlier, it is clear that 
this proposed amendment—again, we 
have not offered it yet—is really of a 
technical nature to allow for a correc-
tion in the rule that was passed yester-
day out of the Rules Committee. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I would 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, if the amend-
ment is so simple, as my friend has 
pointed out, where is it? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ARCURI. May I reclaim my 

time? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from New York is recognized. 
Mr. ARCURI. Thank you, Madam 

Speaker, and I thank my friend for his 
cooperation in this. 

As I indicated earlier, we are consid-
ering offering this amendment. With 
that, I would again just like to talk a 
little bit more about the underlying 
bill. 

The bill that we are considering 
today, the THUD bill, is, again, impor-
tant at this time. With our economy in 
the state that it is in, clearly, many 
people believe that the best thing that 
we can do for the economy is to spend 
on and to develop our infrastructure. It 
is that which we are supposed to do and 
that which we are asked to do. 

One of the things in the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee 
on which we debate on a very regular 
basis is the surface transportation re-
authorization bill, which will come up 
this year. We clearly believe that it is 
critically important, that it is impor-
tant not only for our infrastructure but 
as a way of creating jobs. It is what we 
were sent to Congress to do, which is to 
ensure that our roads are safe, to en-
sure that our airports run and function 
the way they are supposed to and to en-
sure that our rail transportation infra-
structure is what it should be. 

Madam Speaker, I would say, at this 
time, we have decided that we will not 
be offering the amendment. Therefore, 
I would reserve the balance of my time, 
and I am prepared to close. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I thank my friend. He had de-
scribed the amendment, and I had ar-
gued against it. Now the decision has 
come not to make it, not to propose 
the amendment further limiting this 

process. So I thank my friend for hav-
ing obtained a decision from his side of 
the aisle. 

b 1145 
At this point, Madam Speaker, I 

yield such time as he may consume to 
my good friend the ranking member, 
Mr. DREIER. 

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I as 
always thank my friend from Miami 
for yielding me this time. 

I have to say I was sitting downstairs 
watching the proceedings here on the 
floor, and I have to admit, I have been 
privileged to serve for nearly 2 decades 
on the House Rules Committee, and for 
8 of those years, I was privileged to 
serve as chairman of the House Rules 
Committee. I think we’ve moved into 
uncharted waters. I know that there 
have been difficulties and the challenge 
of trying to amend rules before in the 
past, and it has often been done by 
unanimous consent where we’ve had a 
bipartisan consensus that some minor 
technical change needed to be made. 
Well, that doesn’t appear to be the case 
right now, Madam Speaker. 

As I’ve listened to the exchanges 
take place between my friend from 
Utica and my friend from Miami, I 
have to admit to being just a little bit 
confused. And I suspect that a number 
of our colleagues that don’t have the 
opportunity to serve on the Rules Com-
mittee may be equally confused. 

I think that the bottom line here is 
very clear. I heard a new Member from 
New York take the floor earlier and 
decry the number of amendments that 
have been filed by Members of the mi-
nority, indicating that this was some-
how unprecedented. Well, the only 
thing that is unprecedented here, 
Madam Speaker, is the fact—and I’m 
sure that Mr. DIAZ-BALART has pointed 
this out throughout the debate—is the 
fact that we have never before in the 
history of our Republic gotten to what 
now I guess is appropriations bill num-
ber 10—number 9—anyway, and we’ve 
nearly completed the appropriations 
process. I know that after this bill we 
will have the Defense appropriations 
bill, and everyone’s holding up num-
bers for me, Madam Speaker. I have to 
say that I appreciate it. I guess we’ve 
got two left after this. You all on both 
sides of the aisle are helping me make 
my point. 

Never before in the history of the Re-
public have we seen the appropriations 
process closed down from the very be-
ginning. We began the process, what 
was described in old Congress as a 
modified open rule which required 
preprinting, which did restrict the 
rights of Members. Then we got to the 
point where within after 20 minutes of 
debate under that modified open rule, 
we shut down the process and required 
the filing of amendments. 

And now, here we are with two appro-
priations bills left, and the Rules Com-
mittee members during debate are see-
ing some sort of conflict taking place I 
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believe between the Appropriations 
Committee and the Rules Committee, 
and one of the things that we pointed 
to throughout the debate on these last 
eight or nine appropriations bills has 
been the fact that the Rules Com-
mittee has really been controlled by 
the Appropriations Committee. I mean, 
the entire body has been controlled by 
the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee, because the Rules Com-
mittee has simply marched in lockstep 
to the requests that the distinguished 
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee has made. 

Again, it’s unprecedented, and the 
exchange that I’ve just seen taking 
place here on the House floor is unprec-
edented, and I hope that we can learn 
from this, Madam Speaker, we can 
learn that there is something called 
regular order. And all that means is 
the Democrats and Republicans, the 
representatives of the American peo-
ple, the representatives of Democrats, 
Republicans, Independents and people 
who aren’t even registered to vote 
across the country, can have their 
voice heard in the appropriations proc-
ess, as has been the case for 220 years, 
if we could have what is known as an 
open amendment process. 

Again, this is not about Republicans. 
It’s not about Democrats. It’s about 
the American people and their voice, 
their voice in the people’s House, which 
is what this place is known as. 

And so, Madam Speaker, it saddens 
me that we’ve come to this point, and 
I hope that my friend from Utica and 
my friend from Miami will somehow be 
able in the next few minutes to be able 
to bring about a reconciliation on this 
challenge that we’ve been following. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I ask my friend, he has no ad-
ditional speakers? 

Mr. ARCURI. I have no additional 
speakers. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Again, I thank him for obtain-
ing a decision from his leadership and 
in effect not moving forward with an 
amendment to further limit, further 
restrict a restrictive rule. 

I’m going to be asking for a ‘‘no’’ on 
the previous question, Madam Speaker, 
so that we can amend this rule so we 
can go back to regular order, so that 
we can allow for an open process of de-
bate. There is no question that this 
rule that the majority has brought 
forth will help or contribute to cement-
ing a dangerous precedent that the ma-
jority continued to set last month. It 
will further damage bipartisanship and 
comity in this body. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
the previous question so that we can 
uphold the tradition of this House, re-
turn to the tradition of this House, of 
allowing free and open debate on appro-
priations bills. I think, if we do not do 
so, the majority will come to regret 
their decision to close down the delib-
erative process of the House on appro-
priations bills. 

I think it’s more unfortunate what 
the majority has done, and they realize 

overturning two centuries of precedent 
is a significant action, and it will inure 
to the detriment of each and every 
Member and the constituents of each 
and every Member of this House for-
ever. 

As I said before, majorities are never 
permanent. My distinguished colleague 
on the Rules Committee who’s serving 
his first term, member of the majority 
party said, I’ve never seen an open rule 
on an appropriations process—I’m 
paraphrasing him—but I don’t expect 
to be in the majority forever, and so 
one day I expect to see an open rule on 
an appropriations bill. 

Well, that was an illustrative state-
ment in many ways, one that he recog-
nizes that the trend that has been set 
by the majority of restricting the de-
bate process on appropriations bills has 
now been set in a fairly definitive form, 
but he expects that in the future ma-
jorities will act differently. And that 
may not be the case, because once 
precedents are broken, new precedent 
exists for future majorities, and that 
would be most unfortunate if forever 
the Members of this House are denied 
the ability to introduce amendments in 
an open process on appropriations bills. 

So, Madam Speaker, I thank you for 
your courtesy, and I ask unanimous 
consent to insert the text of the 
amendment and extraneous materials 
immediately prior to the vote on the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, I’d 
like to thank my good friend from 
Miami for his cooperation in manage-
ment of this rule and for his courtesy 
in that regard. I appreciate it very 
much. 

Madam Speaker, the Transportation- 
HUD Appropriations Act funds some of 
the most important initiatives that 
pay for everything from roads, bridges 
and railroads to housing for veterans 
and low-income families. In my open-
ing remarks, I discussed the critical in-
vestments that this bill would make in 
our transportation system. This bill 
also invests in housing programs for 
vulnerable populations, including retir-
ees, people with disabilities, veterans, 
and even children. The funding is even 
more essential during these tough eco-
nomic times. 

This bill includes funding to address 
the problem of homelessness among 
our veterans. All too often the men and 
women who sacrifice the most for our 
freedom are hit the hardest during 
times of economic crisis. We owe our 
veterans the utmost respect and grati-
tude for their service, and we must 
honor the commitment made to them. 
They should not have to return home 
to be confronted by the possibility of 
poverty or homelessness. To address 
this, H.R. 3288 includes $75 million for 

veterans affairs housing vouchers to 
provide 10,000 of these vouchers for our 
homeless veterans. 

It provides $8.7 billion to provide af-
fordable housing to 1.3 million low-in-
come families and individuals, two- 
thirds of whom are elderly or disabled. 
It includes another $1 billion to reha-
bilitate and build new housing for low- 
income seniors. Currently there are 10 
eligible seniors on the waiting list for 
each unit of available housing. In 
America, it is unacceptable that our 
Greatest Generation is faced with this 
shortage. 

H.R. 3288 also contains important in-
vestments to revitalize our local com-
munities, including $4.6 billion for 
community development block grants, 
$25 million for brownfields redevelop-
ment, and $250 million to fund the Hope 
VI competitive grants program to 
transform neighborhoods of extreme 
poverty into sustainable mixed-income 
neighborhoods through the demolition 
of severely distressed public housing. 

Madam Speaker, housing and trans-
portation are two areas that must be 
priorities, especially when the econ-
omy slows. The funding that H.R. 3288 
provides for these programs will ensure 
that jobs continue to be created and 
that our Nation’s economy continues 
to recover. I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘yes’’ on the previous question 
and on the rule. 

The text of the material previously 
referred to by Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida is as follows: 
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 669 OFFERED BY MR. 

LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART OF FLORIDA 
Strike the resolved clause and all that fol-

lows and insert the following: 
Resolved, That immediately upon the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker shall, 
pursuant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare 
the House resolved into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 3288) mak-
ing appropriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and Urban De-
velopment, and related agencies for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2010, and for 
other purposes. The first reading of the bill 
shall be dispensed with. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived 
except those arising under clause 9 or 10 of 
rule XXI. General debate shall be confined to 
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chairman 
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. After general de-
bate the bill shall be considered for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. Points of 
order against provisions in the bill for fail-
ure to comply with clause 2 of rule XXI are 
waived. During consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole may accord priority in recogni-
tion on the basis of whether the Member of-
fering an amendment has caused it to be 
printed in the portion of the Congressional 
Record designated for that purpose in clause 
8 of rule XVIII. Amendments so printed shall 
be considered as read. When the committee 
rises and reports the bill back to the House 
with a recommendation that the bill do pass, 
the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions. 
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(The information contained herein was 

provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.) 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Democratic majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives, (VI, 308–311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the defini-
tion of the previous question used in the 
Floor Procedures Manual published by the 
Rules Committee in the 109th Congress, 
(page 56). Here’s how the Rules Committee 
described the rule using information from 
Congressional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Con-
gressional Dictionary’’: ‘‘If the previous 
question is defeated, control of debate shifts 
to the leading opposition member (usually 
the minority Floor Manager) who then man-
ages an hour of debate and may offer a ger-
mane amendment to the pending business.’’ 

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Mr. ARCURI. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. NUNES. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to a question of the privileges of the 
House and offer the resolution pre-
viously noticed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas, on May 25, 2007, U.S. District 

Court Judge Oliver W. Wanger issued a rul-
ing that directed the Bureau of Reclamation 
to reduce water exports from the Sac-
ramento-San Joaquin River Delta to protect 
a three-inch minnow called the Delta smelt; 

Whereas, on December 15, 2008, the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service, based on 
the Wanger Ruling, issued a Biological Opin-
ion on the Delta smelt that permanently re-
duced water export from the Sacramento- 
San Joaquin River Delta which is tradition-
ally delivered to cities and farms in the San 
Joaquin Valley and the Los Angeles and San 
Diego basins; 

Whereas according to a University of Cali-
fornia at Davis study, based on the water re-
ductions outlined in the Delta smelt Biologi-
cal Opinion, revenue losses in the San Joa-
quin Valley of California for 2009 will be $2.2 
billion and job losses at 80,000; 

Whereas according to the U.S. Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, the unemployment rate in 
the San Joaquin Valley has reached the 
highest level in the Nation; 

Whereas region wide unemployment in the 
San Joaquin Valley of California is nearly 20 
percent and some cities have an unemploy-
ment rate of 40 percent; 

Whereas thousands of people who once re-
lied on employment in the agricultural sec-
tor are now unemployed and struggling to 
meet their most basic needs, such as pro-
viding food for their families; 

Whereas, on March, 1, 2009, the Sacramento 
Bee reported thousands of people have been 
turned away from local food banks as sup-
plies are not ample enough to meet local 
needs; 

Whereas, on April 14, 2009, the Fresno 
County, California, Board of Supervisors pro-
claimed that the man-made drought has cre-
ated an economic crisis; 

Whereas on June 4, 2009, despite the ongo-
ing man-made drought in California, the Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service issued a new 
Biological Opinion on the spring-run Chi-
nook salmon, Central Valley steelhead, the 
southern population of North American 
green sturgeon, and Southern Resident killer 
whales which further reduces water supplies 
to Californians; 

Whereas, on June 19, 2009, California’s Gov-
ernor Arnold Schwarzenegger declared a 
state of emergency for Fresno County, Cali-
fornia, and petitioned President Barack 
Obama to declare the county a Federal dis-
aster area; 

Whereas on June 28, 2009, the Secretary of 
the Interior Ken Salazar visited Fresno, Cali-

fornia, and held a town hall meeting in 
which nearly 1,000 people attended to express 
their dissatisfaction with the lack of action 
by the Obama Administration; 

Whereas, on July 6, 2009, the Los Angeles 
Times reported that during Interior Sec-
retary Ken Salazar’s town hall meeting on 
June 28, 2009, the Commissioner of the Bu-
reau of Reclamation, Mike Connor, pledged 
to provide financial aid to starving families 
and an audience member replied ‘‘we don’t 
want welfare, we want water’’; 

Whereas, on June 29, 2009, CBS 5 Eye-
witness News reported that hundreds of San 
Joaquin Valley farmers protested outside the 
Federal Building Plaza in San Francisco 
which houses Speaker Nancy Pelosi’s district 
office; 

Whereas, on June 29, 2009, CBS 5 Eye-
witness News reported the protestors blamed 
Speaker Nancy Pelosi and Congressman 
George Miller for the water shortage in the 
San Joaquin Valley; 

Whereas, on June 29, 2009, CBS 5 Eye-
witness News reported that protestors were 
holding signs that said ‘‘ESA Puts Fish 
Ahead of People’’, ‘‘Congress Created 
Drought’’, and ‘‘New Endangered Species: 
The California Farmer’’; 

Whereas, on July 1, 2009, the Fresno Bee re-
ported that a crowd of 4,000 marched through 
the streets of Fresno, California, to demand 
that the Federal Government end the man- 
made drought; 

Whereas, on June 18, 2009, the Democrat 
leadership held open Roll Call Vote 366 for 
the purpose of changing the outcome of the 
vote; 

Whereas during this vote, House Democrat 
leadership was seen on the House floor pres-
suring Members of Congress to change their 
Aye vote to a Nay vote in order to defeat the 
Nunes Amendment which would have helped 
to relieve the water crisis in California; 

Whereas, on July 8, 2009, during the mark- 
up on the Energy and Water Development 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2010, a debate was held on the Calvert 
Amendment which would have restored 
water deliveries to Californians; 

Whereas during the mark-up, the Chair-
man of the Appropriations Committee, David 
Obey, said ‘‘Recognize there are certain ac-
tions, that if you take, this bill won’t pass, 
your earmarks in the bill won’t become 
law’’; 

Whereas Chairman Obey violated Clause 16 
of House Rule 23 by linking passage of the 
Calvert Amendment to loss of earmarks; 

Whereas, on July 14, 2009, despite historical 
tradition of open rules during the appropria-
tions process, the Rules Committee blocked 
an amendment to the Energy and Water De-
velopment and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 2010 that would have restored 
water deliveries to Californians; 

Whereas, for two years, the House of Rep-
resentatives has known about the man-made 
drought in California without taking legisla-
tive action to resolve the crisis; 

Whereas the lack of action by the House of 
Representatives has demonstrated that fish 
are more important than families; 

Whereas article 1, section 8 of the United 
States Constitution enumerates that the 
Congress shall have the power to provide for 
the general welfare of the United States; 

Whereas the House of Representatives has 
willfully and knowingly failed to provide for 
the general welfare of the San Joaquin Val-
ley of California; and 

Whereas the failure of the House of Rep-
resentatives to carry out its duties has sub-
jected the House to public ridicule and dam-
aged the dignity and integrity of the House 
of Representatives: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Natural 
Resources is instructed to discharge H.R. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8601 July 23, 2009 
3105, the Turn on the Pumps Act of 2009, for 
immediate consideration by the House of 
Representatives. 

b 1200 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from California wish to 
present an argument on why the reso-
lution qualifies as privileged for imme-
diate consideration? 

Mr. NUNES. Yes, Madam Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tlemen from California is recognized. 
Mr. NUNES. Under rule IX, questions 

of the privileges of the House are those 
that affect its rights collectively, its 
safety, dignity, and the integrity of its 
proceedings. 

Madam Speaker, this privileged reso-
lution allows us to rectify the problems 
that the Democrat leadership has cre-
ated out in California. If we move for-
ward with this today, 40,000 people can 
go back to work and we can move on 
and everybody will be fine. 

So I urge the passing of this resolu-
tion today, and I yield back. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair is prepared to rule. 

In evaluating the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from California 
under the standards of rule IX, the 
Chair must be mindful of a funda-
mental principle illuminated by anno-
tations of precedent in section 706 of 
the House Rules and Manual. That 
basic principle is that a question of the 
privileges of the House may not be in-
voked to prescribe a rule or order of 
business for the House. 

The Chair finds that the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia, by directing action with respect 
to a bill that is pending before a stand-
ing committee, prescribes a rule or 
order of business. Under a long and 
well-settled line of precedent presently 
culminating in the ruling of July 17, 
2009, such a resolution cannot qualify 
as a question of the privileges of the 
House. 

The Chair therefore holds that the 
resolution is not privileged under rule 
IX for consideration ahead of other 
business. Instead, the gentleman may 
introduce the resolution through the 
hopper in the regular course. 

Mr. NUNES. Madam Speaker, I ap-
peal the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 

MOTION TO TABLE 

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, I move to table the appeal of 
the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to table. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. NUNES. Madam Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on the motion to lay the 

appeal on the table will be followed by 
5-minute votes on: 

Adopting House Resolution 669; and 
suspending the rules and adopting 
House Resolution 566 and House Reso-
lution 350. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 249, nays 
179, not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 616] 

YEAS—249 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E.B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 

Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—179 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 

Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Bishop (UT) 
Hastings (FL) 

McCarthy (NY) 
Rangel 

Stark 

b 1232 
Mr. GRIFFITH changed his vote from 

‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 
Messrs. CONYERS and FOSTER 

changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to table was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3288, TRANSPORTATION, 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP-
MENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2010 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-

finished business is the vote on adop-
tion of House Resolution 669, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8602 July 23, 2009 
This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 235, nays 
183, not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 617] 

YEAS—235 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 

Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 

Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—183 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 

Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 

Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 

Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 

Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paul 

Paulsen 
Pence 
Perriello 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—15 

Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Cantor 
Fleming 
Gingrey (GA) 

Kline (MN) 
Lewis (GA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
Olver 
Peterson 

Ryan (WI) 
Schauer 
Speier 
Stark 
Wittman 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes left in 
this vote. 

b 1239 

Mr. ENGEL changed his vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

CONGRATULATING NBA CHAMPION 
LOS ANGELES LAKERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 566, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 566. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 413, nays 8, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 8, not voting 4, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 618] 

YEAS—413 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 

Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 

Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
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Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 

Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 

Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—8 

Carney 
Grayson 
Johnson (IL) 

Lummis 
Paul 
Perlmutter 

Roe (TN) 
Sensenbrenner 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—8 

Bartlett 
Courtney 
Donnelly (IN) 

Hodes 
LaTourette 
Petri 

Poe (TX) 
Shea-Porter 

NOT VOTING—4 

Bishop (UT) 
Carnahan 

Larsen (WA) 
McCarthy (NY) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes left in 
the vote. 

b 1246 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF HARRY 
KALAS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 350, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 

the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 350. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 426, nays 0, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 619] 

YEAS—426 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 

Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 

Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 

McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 

Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 

Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Bean 
Bishop (UT) 
Costello 

McCarthy (NY) 
Mica 
Pence 

Schrader 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members have 2 minutes left 
on this vote. 

b 1253 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. OLVER. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude tabular and extraneous material 
on H.R. 3288. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
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TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING AND 

URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2010 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 669 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 3288. 

b 1255 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3288) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. SNYDER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. OLVER) and the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. LATHAM) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume, 
and hopefully that will be less than 5 
minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my privilege and 
pleasure to present the fiscal year 2010 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations bill to the House. This bill 
is the product of many hours of hear-

ings and briefings, always with bipar-
tisan input and excellent sub-
committee member participation. I es-
pecially would like to recognize the 
important contributions of my ranking 
member, TOM LATHAM, in putting this 
bill together. And as with any healthy 
relationship, we do not always agree, 
but I greatly appreciate his partner-
ship, and his input has made the bill 
better. 

I also want to take a moment to rec-
ognize the hard work of staff, specifi-
cally on the minority side, Dena Baron, 
David Gibbons, Allison Fox and Doug 
Bobbitt; and on the majority side, Kate 
Hallahan, Laura Hogshead, Dave 
Napoliello, Lisa Pena, Alex Gillen, 
Janine Scianna, Andrew Burton and 
Blair Anderson. They have spent many 
late nights putting this bill together, 
and we would not be here today with-
out their dedication. 

There has been close communication 
and coordination between the minority 
and the majority staffs throughout this 
process, and the bill is better for that 
input. 

Recognizing that today may be long, 
my remarks will be brief. This is a non-
partisan bill, as bills related to trans-
portation and housing should be. It in-
vests in our Nation’s infrastructure 
during a transformational period for 
both the Department of Transportation 
and the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. The bill provides 
$123.1 billion in total budgetary re-
sources, $48 million below the Presi-
dent’s budget request. Within Housing 
and Urban Development, this bill rec-
ognizes that foreclosure rates remain 
high and the current economic climate 

and weak job market have increased 
demand for affordable housing. To that 
extent, this bill provides $47.1 billion 
for HUD and targets most of the $1.6 
billion increase over the President’s 
budget to programs that the previous 
administration repeatedly attempted 
to reduce or zero out and thus have not 
kept up with the need. 

In contrast, Transportation is a 
budget in flux, largely covering pro-
grams that are in transition with 
major surface and aviation authoriza-
tions pending. The authorizing com-
mittees of jurisdiction in both the 
House and Senate have either passed or 
begun marking up multi-year legisla-
tion to reform and extend these impor-
tant infrastructure programs. In that 
regard, the bill includes $75.8 billion in 
transportation infrastructure invest-
ments. That is $1.66 billion below the 
President’s request. 

Last, I want to note that in sup-
porting the transformations taking 
place at each Department, this bill has 
emphasized investments in five key 
areas: one, building healthy commu-
nities with environmentally sustain-
able solutions; two, maintaining serv-
ices in rural communities; three, sup-
porting vulnerable populations; four, 
investing in the national infrastruc-
ture; and, five, ensuring transportation 
safety. 

In conclusion, we worked hard to bal-
ance many competing needs to produce 
a bill that reflects the bipartisan needs 
of transportation and housing. I’m 
pleased with the product, and I urge 
Members to support it. 
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I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. I thank the chairman 

and yield myself such time as I may 
consume. Mr. Chairman, today is an 
important day in the House because we 
are considering a bill that has far- 
reaching impacts on the transportation 
infrastructure across all of our dis-
tricts and on all of our constituents in 
one way or another. 

b 1300 

For that reason alone, we should be 
considering this bill under an open rule 
so that our constituents have some say 
in how their tax dollars are being 
spent. Sadly, this is not the case. 

Before I go any further, I want to tell 
the membership that I have really en-
joyed working with Chairman OLVER, 
and look forward to continuing to do 
so. While, like he said, we don’t always 
agree on everything, and especially the 
25 percent increase in the allocation 
over last year, but that fact does not 
take away my belief that he is truly a 
devoted chairman who focuses on the 
resource needs of the entities under the 
jurisdiction of this bill, and I very 
much want to personally thank him for 
his consideration and kindness and 
working together. It’s been a real 
pleasure. 

I also want to tell both the majority 
and minority staffs that I sincerely ap-
preciate their work throughout the 
process and commend them for a job, I 
think, very well done. And I salute all 
of your many hours that you put into 
the process, your forbearance in this 
often dysfunctional environment. We 
couldn’t do it without you. And again, 
thank you on both sides of the aisle. 

Mr. Chairman, as I said, the funding 
allocation for this bill for FY 2010 is 25 
percent over the FY09 level. That is a 
huge increase, and one for which we 
ought to have a number of perfecting 
amendment votes as part of a serious 
debate, if for no other reason than to 
allow our constituents to have some 
say in how those funds are spent. At 
some point, it should start dawning on 
all of us that the reason we’re hearing 
a lot of noise about some of the spend-
ing that’s going on is that our con-
stituents are waking up to the fact 
that they don’t have a say in these ex-
ercises. 

Mr. Chairman, as the administration 
has said about this bill, ‘‘these infra-
structure investments will help build a 
new foundation for long-term economic 
growth to benefit the American people 
for years to come.’’ And I agree. If we 
are, indeed, making long-term infra-
structure investments, then the inves-
tors, or our constituents, should have a 
say-so on how those investments are 
made. 

One of my biggest concerns in this 
bill is that we do nothing to address 
the coming situation with the highway 
trust fund that runs out of money. At 
a point, we will have to bail out the 
fund with general fund resources. I 
know that’s not in our jurisdiction as 
such, but the hour is getting late, and 

we should all be looking for the most 
expeditious ways to make any con-
tribution we can to provide the re-
sources that allow highway infrastruc-
ture and other transportation pro-
grams to continue with some predict-
ability. 

I had an amendment to help the trust 
fund situation, as I mentioned earlier 
today, in consideration of the rule. It 
would have transferred $3 billion from 
the Rapid Rail appropriation to the 
trust fund, these funds that will not be 
spent any time soon, while our high-
way trust fund screams for additional 
resources. 

The $3 billion are also funds that 
were not requested by the administra-
tion for Rapid Rail, probably because 
the President knows they could not be 
spent any time soon. Right now they 
are ‘‘parked funds,’’ at a time when we 
do not need to be teeing up more re-
sources to be spent on something such 
as an infrastructure bank which, at 
this point, is only a vague concept. 

In the end, the amendment was not 
made in order, and I assume for polit-
ical reasons, unfortunately. Had it 
been made in order, it would have 
given me some faith that the majority 
was serious about having a genuine de-
bate on this bill which, in turn, might 
have drawn a few more supporters than 
might otherwise be the case. 

I will offer a different amendment to 
strike the $3 billion, which will take 
the Rapid Rail funding to the Presi-
dent’s request. Let me reiterate, that’s 
the President’s request. The $3 billion 
is over and above that, and I believe 
the President’s request was a reason-
able number. 

It will also cancel the transfer au-
thority to this unknown infrastructure 
bank that has not been authorized. 
Without the absence of any knowledge 
of where a Rapid Rail program will go 
or what the bank will look like, or 
even if any submitted rail projects are 
feasible, we simply do not need $3 bil-
lion of taxpayer money being set aside 
for simply a concept. 

Mr. Chairman, I would be remiss if I 
did not say that there are some good 
points in this bill, absent a few billion 
unneeded dollars, to make it a very at-
tractive legislative product. 

With respect to HUD, I only want to 
say that this bill fully meets the gov-
ernment’s obligation to renew all rent-
al assistance, support the homeless, in-
crease support for low-income elderly 
and the disabled, and provide addi-
tional rental assistance for veterans. 
But we cannot continue to put forth re-
sources that cannot be deployed in the 
near term. We simply don’t have the 
money. 

And at this point, I thank you, and I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD) for a col-
loquy. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Chairman 
OLVER, I am honored to serve as a 
member of the Transportation-Housing 

Subcommittee, and I thank the gen-
tleman for his leadership on the many 
housing and transportation challenges 
facing our Nation. 

I understand that among the ele-
ments of the Olver amendment is addi-
tional funding for railroad research and 
development. As the chairman is 
aware, our Los Angeles community suf-
fered a tragic rail accident when a 
commuter passenger train collided 
head on with a freight train last year. 
It is widely believed that this accident 
could have been averted and 25 lives 
saved had positive train control tech-
nology been in operation on the sys-
tem. 

I would like to clarify that it is your 
intention that positive train control is 
one of the technologies that is funded 
under the research and development 
account. 

Mr. OLVER. I thank the Congress-
woman from California, and I share her 
concern about the terrible accident in 
Los Angeles, as well as her resolve to 
help prevent further accidents. 

It is, in fact, my intention that the 
funding provided for railroad research 
and development be available for posi-
tive train control research and dem-
onstration projects. I believe PTC is a 
necessary addition to our national rail-
road system, and I thank the Congress-
woman for her leadership on this issue 
and keeping it in our attention. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. I thank the 
chairman for this clarification, and I 
look forward to working with the gen-
tleman on this and other issues as the 
bill moves forward and we continue to 
address safety in all modes of transpor-
tation. I appreciate the gentleman’s 
tireless work and that of the sub-
committee staff on the many complex 
issues under this bill’s jurisdiction. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to yield 5 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
LATOURETTE), who has brought a lot of 
knowledge and insight to the com-
mittee. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I want to thank 
my good friend the chairman, and I 
want to thank my good friend Mr. 
LATHAM from Iowa, a classmate from 
1994. 

I want to commend the chairman of 
the subcommittee, Mr. OLVER, and our 
ranking member, Mr. LATHAM, for put-
ting together a good bill, both on the 
transportation and the HUD side. 
There will be some criticism on the 
floor today about how much money it 
spends, and let me just tell you, as 
someone who spent 14 years on the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee, as a Nation, we need to be 
embarrassed about what we spend on 
transportation in this country. 

If you look at the American Society 
of Civil Engineers, their report that 
they come out with on an annual basis, 
a scorecard in terms of how we’re 
doing, if more Americans read that 
scorecard, they wouldn’t put their fam-
ilies in the minivan and take them on 
vacation and drive over some of the 
bridges in this country. 
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The difficulty is going to occur later 

this year, and I have to say I guess I’m 
disappointed in the administration say-
ing that they’re going to kick the high-
way authorization bill down the road 
for 18 months, which, coincidentally 
falls after the next midterm election. 

But I have to tell you that it is, in 
fact, infrastructure which creates jobs, 
and it’s infrastructure which employs 
people in this country. And as a Repub-
lican, I can tell you, if it hadn’t been 
for Dwight Eisenhower’s vision on the 
national highway system, we would not 
have been the envy of the world we are 
today. 

But sadly, now we begrudgingly, in 
the 6-year reauthorization, carp about 
spending $35 billion a year for the en-
tire country. And the need, I would 
suggest, Mr. Chairman, is far greater 
than that. And so, while this bill does, 
in fact, spend more money, and some 
people may not like the price tag, I 
think it’s important. 

I want to talk about two other things 
relative to the bill. The one is pas-
senger rail service. You know, I had 
the privilege of being the chairman of 
the Railroad Subcommittee on Trans-
portation, and we always seemed to 
give Amtrak just enough money to fail. 

And if you look at Amtrak, when 
they took over the passenger rail serv-
ice from Conrail, and we didn’t want to 
be in the business anymore and the 
freight lines didn’t want to be in the 
business anymore, they got bad track, 
bad rolling stock, bad management. 
And we sort of limp along. 

And I’ve had friends on my side of 
the aisle say, well, we can’t give them 
a billion dollars, what a big handout 
that is. Well, a billion dollars is a lot of 
money, but the fact of the matter is 
that if this country is ever going to 
move and restore passenger rail in this 
country, it’s going to have a price. And 
anybody that thinks that passenger 
rail, as a societal prerogative, doesn’t 
have to be subsidized is nuts. 

I mean, you go over and you look at 
the world-class systems in Europe and 
in Asia. All of those countries have 
said for trips of 400 miles or less, we 
want passenger rail to be competitive 
with travel by car. We want passenger 
rail to be competitive with air travel, 
and they made the significant invest-
ments to make that happen. 

Anybody who has, and I’ve had the 
pleasure to travel with the distin-
guished chairman of the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee 
in Europe on trains like the TGV and 
the Chunnel and in Japan on their 
high-speed rail. It goes over 200 miles 
an hour. The fact that we have ignored 
that as a mode of transportation in 
this country should be an embarrass-
ment to the greatest country on Earth, 
and this bill begins to make significant 
investments in that. 

The stimulus package had $8 billion 
for high-speed rail. This bill has an ad-
ditional $4 billion. And I’ll just tell 
you, I don’t represent a person in the 
Cleveland area that wouldn’t say, if I 

could go 150, 180, 200 miles an hour 
from Cleveland to Chicago that I 
would, in fact, do that. 

And you want to talk about climate 
change. You know, the way to get 
money around here this year is, if you 
put green in any legislation, they give 
you money. But if you want to talk 
about climate change, I believe the last 
time I checked, the statistic is 1 gallon 
of diesel fuel can take 1 ton of cargo 
from Washington, D.C., to Boston, Mas-
sachusetts. I don’t know another mode 
of transportation that is that fuel effi-
cient. You get cars off the road, you 
get trucks off the road, and you don’t 
create the greenhouse gases that every-
body is, in fact, worried about. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I would be happy 
to yield to the chairman. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, Mr. Chairman, to 
compliment the gentleman on his 
statement. I fully subscribe to the wise 
words that he has expressed and to the 
history he’s unveiled of the evolution 
of passenger rail in this country. And 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MICA), 
my partner on the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure— 

The CHAIR. The gentleman’s time 
has expired. 

Mr. LATHAM. I would yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio 2 more minutes. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. And we worked to-
gether with the gentleman from Ohio 
to craft an Amtrak authorization bill 
that opens the door to private sector 
investment, that creates a sustainable 
path for the future of surface high- 
speed intercity passenger rail in this 
country, and with the gentleman’s 
leadership now, Mr. Chairman, on the 
Appropriations Committee, we’re going 
to advance that cause. 

So I thank him for that forthright 
statement and am delighted that he’s 
continuing to be such a strong advo-
cate, and I also take this opportunity 
to thank my colleague on the com-
mittee, the gentleman from Florida, 
for the partnership we’ve had in ad-
vancing the cause of high-speed inter-
city passenger rail. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the 
chairman very much. And I would say 
that if you really want to know about 
transportation, you talk to JIM OBER-
STAR of Minnesota. The man has writ-
ten most of the books, and I’ve learned 
so much of what I’ve learned in this 
Congress from sitting on the other side 
of the aisle from him. 
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I would only say the gentleman is 
going to be disappointed now because I 
spent 14 years on his committee, on the 
authorizing committee, and we always 
chafed at the appropriators who au-
thorized on appropriations measures. 
I’ve now gone over to the dark side, 
and I think it’s the most wonderful 
system in the world. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. LEVIN) for a colloquy. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Chairman, section 
412 of the bill provides that no funds 
appropriated pursuant to this act may 
be expended by an ‘‘entity’’ unless that 
entity agrees to comply with the Buy 
American Act. 

The Buy American Act is part of a 
longstanding U.S. trade policy. That 
policy requires reciprocity in Federal 
Government procurement. Since 1979, 
the U.S. has agreed to open its procure-
ment market to countries that agree to 
open their procurement markets to 
U.S. suppliers. That same policy re-
quires the United States to not grant 
access to countries that are unwilling 
to agree to open their procurement 
markets to U.S. suppliers. 

I believe that the intent of section 
412 is to be consistent with that policy. 
Its intent is not to expand the scope of 
the Buy American Act, such as to 
cover businesses or other ‘‘entities’’ 
that may receive funding under this 
appropriations bill and that are not 
currently subject to the act. I also un-
derstand that section 412 is not in-
tended to create an inconsistency with 
our international obligations, includ-
ing our obligations under the WTO 
Agreement on Government Procure-
ment. 

If I might, I will now yield to the 
chairman for clarification. 

Mr. OLVER. The gentleman is cor-
rect. Section 412 will help to ensure 
compliance with the Buy American 
Act. Because the intention is not to 
apply the Buy American Act to new en-
tities, it is consistent with our inter-
national obligations. 

Mr. LEVIN. I thank the chairman. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

5 minutes to the distinguished ranking 
member of the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MICA). 

Mr. MICA. Thank you so much for 
the time, for the introduction and for 
the opportunity to speak on this im-
portant Transportation and HUD fund-
ing bill. 

Mr. Chairman, first of all, I want to 
compliment Mr. OLVER and Mr. 
LATHAM, the two leaders of the appro-
priations subcommittee, on the great 
job that they have done and for their 
efforts and for the efforts of both staffs 
in addressing the transportation and 
infrastructure needs of the Nation. 

This is one of the most important 
bills that we will pass because this job 
will actually put people to work. I can 
tell you—and my colleagues and every 
one of you knows the statistics—that 
the national unemployment is at 9.5 
percent. In my State of Florida, we’re 
at 10.5 percent. I have some counties in 
my district that are at 15 percent. We 
have a problem. One of the ways to get 
people working and into jobs is by 
building infrastructure, and we’ll actu-
ally have something tangible when we 
get done. 

I do want to raise an issue that I 
have with the bill, but it is not some-
thing that is the responsibility of the 
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authors of this legislation, Mr. OLVER 
or Mr. LATHAM. They have been most 
cooperative. We’ve had a great working 
relationship, myself as an authorizer 
and the two of them as appropriators. 

From time to time and in the past, 
there have been great battles—I’ve 
seen some of them—about authorizing 
on an appropriations bill. Now, I went 
to the Rules Committee, and I didn’t 
get a chance to speak on the rule, so I 
voted against its passage. I asked the 
Rules Committee to pass an amend-
ment that would have sped up the proc-
ess by which we could get these dollars 
out so that we could actually get peo-
ple working sooner rather than later. I 
know people have asked me for bigger 
government programs and for more 
bailouts, but now they have asked for 
an opportunity to work, and nothing 
has been harder hit than transpor-
tation projects. 

I’ve got one little quote here from 
the Secretary of Transportation in 
Pennsylvania, who says that the unem-
ployment rate for construction work-
ers there is 21 percent. 

It’s high all over the Nation, but we 
can get people to work. The Rules 
Committee ruled out of order my 
amendment that would have sped up 
the process for the consideration of 
transportation projects, both for stim-
ulus and also for this type of funding 
legislation. 

Actually, I had my staff go through, 
and they just tabbed one section of 
this, of legislating on appropriations 
bills. All of these tabs represent legis-
lating on an appropriations measure, 
but I don’t raise any questions about 
these. Some of this is probably fine. 
We’ve talked together, and we agree on 
it. 

What I’m concerned about is that the 
Rules Committee took the bill as it 
stood, but failed to take my proposed 
amendment. They said I was legis-
lating on appropriations. My measure, 
again, would have sped up the process. 
Don’t think we can’t do that. I stood 
here with Mr. OBERSTAR the day that 
the bridge collapsed over the Mis-
sissippi River in Minneapolis. We re-
built that bridge in 437 days. Normally, 
the process to rebuild that, if you went 
through all the normal hoops and red 
tape and Federal requirements, would 
take 6–7 years. We can do the same 
thing because we have a national emer-
gency now, and we need to get this 
transportation money that this good, 
well-intended and very effective sub-
committee is bringing forth. It’s a good 
measure. They work together in a bi-
partisan fashion. 

What I’m saying is we need to get 
that money, the stimulus money, out. 
We’re having the same problem with 
our stimulus money, getting it out. 
There is $48 billion under the Depart-
ment of Transportation’s responsi-
bility. So far, we have $771 million. Let 
me say the State Transportation De-
partments across the country are doing 
their level best. They’re doing a great 
job getting that money out, but that’s 
less than $1 billion of $48 billion out. 

There is a reason it’s caught up in 
red tape. Let me take, not what a Re-
publican Governor said, but what, I be-
lieve, North Carolina Governor Perdue 
said, which is that there is so much red 
tape that it’s discombobulating. 

Now, just for the record—and I will 
give the Clerks the proper spelling of 
‘‘discombobulating’’ for the RECORD of 
the House—he said it’s irritating. 
That’s Perdue. 

Here is a little engineer in a county 
in Indiana. He said, ‘‘I’ve got an engi-
neer full time, and just ’bout all he’s 
doing is red tape every day.’’ 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. LATHAM. I yield the gentleman 
from Florida 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. MICA. Again, I want to take not 
just the Governor or the Secretary of 
Transportation in Pennsylvania or the 
Governor of North Carolina. Here is a 
county engineer in Elkhart County, In-
diana who says, I’ve got an engineer 
full time, and that’s just ’bout all he’s 
doing is red tape every day, filling out 
forms, filling out forms. 

So my proposal, had the Rules Com-
mittee accepted it, would have sped up 
the process. I didn’t come here to say 
we should roll over any environmental 
requirements or regulations. What I 
said is we should condense the process 
because this, my fellow Members of 
Congress, is a national emergency. If 
you don’t think it’s a national emer-
gency, go back to your office, and find 
some of those letters from folks who 
are pleading with Congress to help 
them find a job, to get people employed 
in their families so they can pay their 
mortgages, so they can build their 
dreams like we all want to do, but 
they’re not able to do that, and we’re 
not able to get the money out because 
of the red tape and constraints. 

So, again, I regret that the Rules 
Committee rejected my proposal. I’ll 
be back here again. 

Mr. OLVER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MICA. Yes, I will always yield to 
the chairman. 

Mr. OLVER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

To finish this and to allow him to re-
spond in some kind of way, I would 
give the gentleman additional time, 
Mr. Chairman. 

I just wanted to say that I can re-
member—and probably, if you think 
about it a little bit, you can remember, 
too, because my memory is probably a 
lot poorer than yours—times when this 
bill was brought to the floor, and point 
of order after point of order to the level 
of practically stripping half the bill 
away were made by your committee. 
Well, maybe you weren’t the chairman 
at that particular time, but a few years 
ago, that sort of thing did happen. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman from Florida has again expired. 

Mr. LATHAM. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. OLVER. Furthermore, I would 
just simply say, of the $47 billion, more 

than $21 billion has been obligated. 
Those expenditures are going on. 
That’s more than the amount that was 
intended to be obligated by the end of 
the 2009 fiscal year. We’re already obli-
gating the money into 2010, so it’s get-
ting out there pretty quickly. Though, 
I do have great sympathy for the posi-
tion that you’re taking in that it takes 
far too long, and I hope the authorizing 
will take care of that in a new event. 

Mr. MICA. I know what went on in 
the past with my committee and its 
calling points of order on authorizing 
on an appropriations measure. 

Let me say that I did not come to 
burn Rome. I came to help you build 
Rome. I have no objection to these, and 
I did not object on any, but I did object 
to my one. Here is 45 not being consid-
ered by the Rules Committee, and your 
committee is not the Rules Committee. 

Let me say this, too: We have obli-
gated money, but you know, I can’t go 
back to my office and say, Mr. So-and- 
so or Madam So-and-so Constituent, 
we’ve obligated money. It’s not out 
there, so there isn’t that hope for a job. 
All I’m trying to do is get the money 
expedited so we can get jobs going 
again. 

Finally, let me tell you why it’s im-
portant to get that money out there 
now, folks. Listen to this. This is one 
American dollar. I can tell you that, 
right now, you will get the best deal 
ever to do infrastructure projects in 
the country. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has again expired. 

Mr. LATHAM. I yield the gentleman 
1 additional minute. 

Mr. MICA. My district secretary told 
me that bids are coming in 25 to 30 per-
cent lower. Do you see this three-quar-
ters of a dollar? I can get a dollar’s 
worth of construction now for three- 
quarters of a dollar. We have American 
infrastructure on sale wholesale, and 
we should be getting that money out in 
the interest of taxpayers and building 
that. 

Heaven forbid, you know, it’s not 
like some of these other programs or 
like the bailouts. I didn’t come here 
asking for a bailout. All I’m asking for 
is something tangible, and that’s what 
your subcommittee provides so well for 
our Nation is something tangible— 
roads, bridges, highways, transit sys-
tems—all of which we need across this 
land from sea to shining sea. We’re 
drowning in congestion. We don’t have 
high-speed rail systems like the Euro-
peans, Asians and other people around 
the world. So I don’t mind spending it. 

My dad used to say, ‘‘It’s not how 
much you spend, Son. It’s how you 
spend it.’’ 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. RODRIGUEZ), who is a member of 
the subcommittee. 

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today in strong support of H.R. 
3288, the 2010 Transportation-HUD ap-
propriations spending bill. In par-
ticular, I want to express my support 
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for the passage of the rail funding 
within the bill that amounts to about 
$4 billion. 

I want to thank Chairman OLVER for 
his leadership, and I want to thank the 
Appropriations Committee for dem-
onstrating their commitment to pas-
senger and high-speed rail by providing 
funding in this bill that will enable 
urban, suburban and rural commu-
nities in America to be connected by a 
system that will deliver safe, swift, ef-
ficient, and economical travel across 
our Nation. The $4 billion provided in 
this bill will support a competitive 
grant process. The Federal Railroad 
Administration will oversee the grant 
application and award process. 

For those who have concerns about 
the funding, I want to stress that cur-
rent demand for passenger rail exceeds 
available funds in the pre-application 
process for passenger rail funding. 
Texas, for example, has requested $3.1 
billion; California has requested $21.6 
billion; Nevada has requested $12.5 bil-
lion. Overall, 40 locations throughout 
America have requested in excess of 
$104 billion. 

The fact of the matter is that $4 bil-
lion is only a small down payment of 
investment in passenger rail. Texas 
desperately needs the passenger and 
high-speed rail. Funding for high-speed 
rail will reduce congestion and pollu-
tion. It will create jobs, and it will con-
nect America’s communities. The San 
Antonio-Austin area is booming, and 
the highways are congested. America’s 
passenger rail system is terribly under-
developed and underfunded when com-
pared to other nations, such as France, 
Italy, China, and Japan. 

b 1330 

My colleagues in south Texas have 
joined me in supporting this bill, and I 
ask for the support of this piece of leg-
islation. 

Mr. LATHAM. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY) for a colloquy. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. I thank the chairman 
for all of your hard work on this bill. 

As the chairman knows, there is a 
project in my district named the 
Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit 
project. We call it SMART. When fully 
up and running, SMART will be a 70- 
mile passenger rail system that con-
nects 14 stations and runs right 
through the heart of my district. 

This project is vital because it eases 
congestion on the major transportation 
artery, Highway 101, by providing an 
alternative mode of transportation. 
This is a very popular project, and ac-
tually, last November, voters in my 
district passed a quarter-cent sales tax 
measure by over two-thirds majority to 
raise money for SMART. So it has the 
support of the community when a sim-
ple majority votes on a tax measure 
like that. 

Not only is SMART a train, but the 
project also includes 70 miles of bike 

and pedestrian paths to run alongside 
the tracks, which revolutionizes trans-
portation in my district. 

Unfortunately, while SMART re-
ceived nearly $2 million in last year’s 
Transportation-HUD bill, there are no 
funds in this bill this year, and it is my 
hope that as SMART moves into the 
New Starts process that the chairman 
will work with me to support this im-
portant transportation project. 

Mr. OLVER. I thank the gentle-
woman for bringing this matter to my 
attention. This is a good project. I sup-
port it, and I will be glad to work with 
the gentlewoman from California on 
this as it moves into the New Starts 
process. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. I thank the chair-
man. 

Mr. LATHAM. I continue to reserve. 
Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 

minutes to the gentleman from Okla-
homa (Mr. BOREN). 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Chairman, thank 
you for your hard work on this legisla-
tion and also your support for Indian 
country in Oklahoma for many years. 

I would like to bring to the gentle-
man’s attention an inequity and an in-
efficiency that currently exists within 
the Federal programs that assist local 
transit agencies with their capital 
projects such as buses and garages. 
Specifically, for alternative fuel tran-
sit buses, the Federal share is 80 per-
cent of the capital cost of a standard 
diesel, plus 90 percent for the cost of 
vehicle-related compliance with the 
Clean Air Act, often referred to as the 
incremental cost. 

In short, blending the percentages, 
grantees may apply for an 83 percent 
Federal share of the total vehicle cost. 
This was based on the policy that such 
buses contribute generally to cleaner 
air and maintaining compliance with 
the Federal air quality standards. 

I would like to ask the gentleman if 
I’m correct in stating that this bill in-
cludes a provision that allows a 90 per-
cent Federal share for the entire cost 
of a biodiesel bus? 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma is correct. Sec-
tion 164 of this bill allows that. 

Mr. BOREN. I understand that this 
biodiesel provision was included in this 
and several past Transportation appro-
priations bills for air quality and pe-
troleum displacement reasons. How-
ever, I would like to suggest to the 
chairman, there is no reason not to ex-
tend the same 90 percent of the total 
vehicle cost benefits offered to a bio-
diesel bus to a natural gas bus. Natural 
gas-powered buses produce 22 percent 
less greenhouse gases than comparable 
standard diesel buses, and they have a 
proven track record of displacing im-
ported petroleum. 

It is my hope that the gentleman 
would be willing to work with me on 
this issue to provide 90 percent of the 
total vehicle cost to natural gas buses. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. OLVER. I yield the gentleman 1 
additional minute. 

Mr. BOREN. That would help transit 
agencies accelerate the replacement of 
existing diesel buses with new, fuel-ef-
ficient, alternative fueled ones. This 
change would make a significant con-
tribution in America’s strategy for en-
ergy independence and global climate 
change. 

Simultaneously, it would ensure 
clean air and the health of our citizens, 
and contribute to the growth of our 
economy. 

Mr. OLVER. I appreciate the gentle-
man’s attention to this issue. I under-
stand that the House authorizing com-
mittee is examining this in the context 
of their multiyear surface transpor-
tation reauthorization bill. In the 
meantime, I will be happy to work with 
the gentleman from Oklahoma to ad-
dress this issue as we move forward in 
this process and conference this bill 
with the Senate. 

Mr. BOREN. I thank the chairman 
for his willingness to work with me on 
this issue. 

Mr. LATHAM. I continue to reserve. 
Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 

minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I thank 
the chairman very much and the rank-
ing member. 

I rise to support the rule that has al-
ready passed and the underlying bill. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a very impor-
tant step forward for the infrastructure 
of America, covering transportation 
and housing, and housing is part of in-
frastructure. It creates a holistic 
neighborhood. 

I want to thank the committee for 
the Federal Transit Administration 
$10.48 billion, which will impact the 
growing metro system as a New Start. 
I am hoping as we move forward and 
metro in Houston is defined as a New 
Start, we will also be able to use and 
continue to use those stimulus dollars 
because we are in the process of cre-
ating jobs as we speak. 

I believe it is very important to sup-
port the high-speed, inner city pas-
senger rail grants. We in Texas are 
working very much on high speed and 
believe that that is part of the trans-
portation system of tomorrow. 

I am also grateful for the airport 
modernization, safety and efficiency 
grant of $3.5 billion representing Hous-
ton Intercontinental Airport, one of 
the largest airports in the Nation, 
modernizing air traffic control. Just 
recently, we met with our air traffic 
controllers, and I would hope as we 
make our way through this particular 
legislation we’ll also focus on encour-
aging the FAA to be able to work on 
the negotiations with the air traffic 
controllers for a better quality of life, 
better work conditions. 

I am grateful as well for the number 
of dollars being put in for vouchers for 
homeless veterans, $75 million for 
homeless veterans; 10,000 of those vet-
erans will be served, $1.3 million for 
low-income housing. In addition, I’m 
delighted that we’re working for more 
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affordable housing. We in the City of 
Houston are in great need, and I’ve 
been working on affordable housing for 
a long time. 

I hope in the dollars that are going to 
our communities we also will be using 
them for what we call senior housing 
repair. In many of our cities, our hous-
ing stock is enormously old. It impacts 
our seniors, and they’re in great need. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired. 

Mr. OLVER. I yield 15 seconds to the 
gentlewoman. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I thank 
the gentleman very much. 

I have a large population of public 
housing—we call it housing develop-
ment—and I’m very grateful that $4.8 
billion has been implemented or used 
for that, $200 million above the Presi-
dent, $345 million above 2009 for main-
tenance and crime prevention and en-
ergy costs, two very important aspects. 

Let me just say by concluding I 
thank the gentleman for his work and 
for his housing efforts. 

Mr. LATHAM. I continue to reserve. 
Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 

minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. BERMAN) for a colloquy. 

Mr. BERMAN. I thank the chairman 
of the subcommittee, Mr. OLVER, for 
yielding to me to engage in a colloquy 
about the importance of ensuring the 
fairness and objectivity of the FAA’s 
curfew application process. 

I am pleased to be joined by my good 
friend Mr. SCHIFF who, like me, has 
many constituents who are greatly af-
fected by nighttime operations at Bur-
bank airport. 

Both Burbank Bob Hope Airport and 
Van Nuys Airport have been actively 
studying nighttime flight curfews on 
Stage III aircraft. The Burbank-Glen-
dale-Pasadena Airport Authority has 
already submitted its completed Part 
161 application to the FAA requesting a 
nighttime curfew. 

As both Mr. SCHIFF and I know, the 
FAA has been all-too-willing to simply 
disregard the impact that nighttime 
flight operations have on communities 
living by these airports. I have con-
stituents whose sleep is routinely dis-
turbed by aircraft taking off or landing 
at all hours of the night from Burbank 
and Van Nuys airports. 

I look forward to working with the 
gentleman and the authorizing com-
mittee in the future to ensure that the 
FAA gives fair consideration to the 
concerns of those who must live with 
airport noise day in and out. 

I yield, if I may, to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. SCHIFF). 

Mr. SCHIFF. I thank the gentleman 
from California for yielding. 

I am pleased that for the first time in 
17 years the FAA has deemed the Part 
161 nighttime curfew application offi-
cially complete. This is a big step in 
the right direction and shouldn’t be 
overlooked. 

I strongly believe that Bob Hope Air-
port in Burbank, California, has met 
the criteria for a curfew set by law and 

that a curfew would impact a rel-
atively small number of diverted 
flights while delivering significant re-
ductions in both the noise impact to 
surrounding communities and the cost 
associated with sound mitigation. 

However, I share my colleague’s con-
cern that the FAA has not been serious 
about moving forward with mandatory 
curfews, despite congressional intent 
when Part 161 was signed into law. I 
look forward to working with Chair-
man Olver and the authorizing com-
mittee to ensure that Part 161 has the 
meaning and credibility and that the 
process is real and can lead to results. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. OLVER. I yield the gentleman 1 
additional minute, and would the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. BERMAN. I certainly yield to 
the chairman. 

Mr. OLVER. I appreciate the remarks 
of the two gentlemen about the effects 
of airport noise on local communities 
and agree that the FAA has a responsi-
bility to adequately and objectively 
weigh the concerns of those adversely 
impacted by nighttime takeoff and 
landings. 

While I can’t comment as to the spe-
cifics of the Burbank and Van Nuys 
curfew studies, I agree that the Part 
161 process must serve as a credible and 
objective avenue for evaluating the 
merits of noise and access restrictions. 

Mr. BERMAN. Reclaiming my time, I 
thank the chairman very much. 

Mr. LATHAM. I continue to reserve, 
please. 

Mr. OLVER. Could I inquire how 
much time there is available? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts has 101⁄2 minutes re-
maining. The gentleman from Iowa has 
81⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. BRALEY) for the purposes of a col-
loquy. 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Mr. Chair, first 
let me thank the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts for his hard work and dedi-
cation to moving our Nation forward in 
the area of transportation and all the 
other issues he tackles each and every 
day, including those he tackles with 
my colleague from Iowa. This bill is 
going to help millions of Americans, 
and I am pleased to support it. 

I rise today in strong support of the 
Olver amendment to the Transpor-
tation-HUD Appropriations Act. I’m 
pleased to have helped secure an in-
crease of $3 million in this amendment 
for the Federal Railroad Administra-
tion’s railroad research and develop-
ment account. This additional money 
could be used for any number of re-
search projects, including a biolubri-
cants research study that was author-
ized in the Rail Safety Improvement 
Act of 2008, as well as other authorized 
activities. 

The widespread use of biolubricants 
in the rail industry will help us reduce 
our dependency on foreign oil and re-

duce our national addiction to petro-
leum imports. If all industrial lubri-
cants used annually in the United 
States could be replaced with biobased 
versions, over 2 billion gallons of petro-
leum per year would be replaced. 

b 1345 

I look forward to seeing the FRA 
workup with ag-based lubricant testing 
facilities to see that this study is car-
ried out. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. OLVER. I yield myself 1 minute. 
I assure the gentleman from Iowa that 
we will work together with the Federal 
Rail Administration to implement the 
2008 Authorization Act. 

Mr. LATHAM. I have no additional 
speakers and, again, I want to person-
ally thank the chairman for his consid-
eration and again say thank you to the 
great staff that we have on both sides 
of the aisle. It’s been a real pleasure 
working with you. I appreciate it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. I thank the gentleman 

from Iowa for his kindness and for his 
hard work and I certainly, again, join 
him in thanking the very fine staff who 
worked together very well in crafting 
this legislation. 

It is a good bill. I believe it is a bill 
that deserves the support of the vast 
majority of the Members of the Con-
gress. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Chair, I want to thank the leadership of the 
Transportation Appropriations Subcommittee 
for their work on this bill. 

Our Nation’s transportation system is at a 
crossroads. Now is not the time to scale back 
funding efforts to address our country’s dete-
riorating infrastructure, worsening traffic con-
gestion, poor air quality, energy use, and in-
vestments in high speed rail. These issues are 
all interrelated and will impact our economy, 
global competitiveness, and sustainability. The 
appropriations bill before us today is a good 
one; however, it represents a mere down pay-
ment towards addressing the critical infrastruc-
ture needs of this country. In my state, these 
needs are readily apparent. 

The State of Texas has one of the most ex-
tensive surface transportation networks in the 
world. Texas has more than ten thousand 
miles of railtrack; more than three hundred 
thousand miles of roadway; and more than 
fifty-thousand bridges—more than any other 
state in the nation. Financing challenges, cou-
pled with exploding population and trade 
growth, are creating a perfect storm that is 
pushing Texas’ transportation network to its 
breaking point. In the absence of increased 
funding and innovative policies, the weight of 
these particular challenges will adversely im-
pact the quality of life for my constituents and 
citizens throughout the state. 

It is imperative that we as a body focus our 
attention on investing in a truly national trans-
portation system in order to address the im-
pending infrastructure crisis. Our ports are not 
able to handle the volume of freight entering 
the United States, railroads and highways are 
overwhelmed with freight and delayed by bot-
tlenecks, and intermodal facilities need to be 
improved to facilitate greater efficiency. With 
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projected increases in imports over the next 
several decades, we have but a small window 
to make infrastructure improvements to ensure 
America is able to sustain its global competi-
tiveness. 

As I close, I would like to thank the sub-
committee for including funding in the bill for 
Dallas Area Rapid Transit (DART) and the 
Interstate–30 Bridge Project in my congres-
sional district. This funding will help advance 
these noteworthy projects and improve mobil-
ity for my constituents. I also want to thank the 
subcommittee for their inclusion of high speed 
rail funding. Relative to other developed na-
tions, the United States ranks dead last with 
regards to developed high speed rail corridors. 
The demand in Texas for high speed rail is 
great, and the funding included in the bill will 
greatly aid high speed rail efforts in my state. 

Just last week, the Texas Department of 
Transportation announced project requests to 
the U.S. Department of Transportation totaling 
$1.9 billion dollars under the American Recov-
ery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA). The high 
speed rail funding reflected in the bill is war-
ranted and it is my intent to oppose the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa, Mr. Latham, aimed at reducing funding 
for this account. 

I support H.R. 3288. 
Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chair, the Depart-

ment of Transportation estimates that the 
Highway Trust Fund will run short of funds this 
August, and that Congress will have to trans-
fer $5–7 billion to it to avoid a shortfall. This 
shortfall is occurring because the gas tax is 
becoming obsolete. As vehicles become more 
fuel efficient, they increase the demand on our 
transportation system, without contributing as 
much to its maintenance. The current revenue 
system has lost 33% of its purchasing power 
during the last 15 years, today generating only 
two-thirds of the revenues needed to maintain 
current levels of investment. Until we tie our 
transportation revenues to our transportation 
demands, this situation will worsen. 

Failure to adequately fund transportation in-
frastructure imposes huge costs on American 
citizens and businesses: 

Congestion costs urban Americans 4.2 bil-
lion hours and 2.8 billion unnecessary gallons 
of fuel each year; expressed in dollar terms 
this is $87.2 billion, or $757 per traveler. 

Roughly 40,000 people every year are killed 
on our streets and highways, with 2.5 million 
more injured, at a staggering annual economic 
cost to society. 

Higher transportation costs and higher in-
ventory carrying costs—partially attributable to 
an unreliable transportation system—have 
pushed logistics costs to nearly 10% of GDP. 

Failure to act puts America on hold, when 
we should be putting America to work. 

It is time we sought out innovative solutions 
to this challenging problem. The Oregon De-
partment of Transportation successfully tested 
a model where they charged drivers for the 
number of miles they traveled rather than the 
fuel they consumed. The test was convenient 
for drivers, protected personal privacy, and 
proved easily administrable. This concept was 
also highlighted by two blue ribbon commis-
sions established in the prior transportation 
authorization. The National Surface Transpor-
tation Policy and Revenue Study Commission 
noted that a vehicle miles traveled charge is 
‘‘the most promising alternative revenue meas-
ure’’ to our existing gas tax, while the National 

Surface Transportation Infrastructure Financ-
ing Commission reported that ‘‘a charge for 
each mile driven . . . has emerged as the 
consensus choice for the future.’’ Both com-
missions found that this system was efficient 
at raising revenue, closely linked system de-
mand to revenues, and could win broad public 
support. 

My legislation calls on the Department of 
the Treasury to study the viability of this rev-
enue source in every State. While evaluating 
mileage based revenue sources, Treasury will 
ensure the system protects privacy and is sim-
ple to administer. It will also convene working 
groups to address the most complex aspects 
of this transition, including road use, demand 
management and climate change, and techno-
logical needs. Finally, the bill creates a grant 
program to ensure the necessary technology 
is available. 

The condition of our national highway and 
transit systems and the maintenance of our in-
frastructure, and the investments that we 
make in these systems, touch the life of every 
American, strengthen our economy, and pro-
tect our environment. I look forward to working 
with my colleagues to pass this important leg-
islation. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chair, I rise in strong sup-
port of the Fiscal 2010 Transportation, Hous-
ing, and Urban Development Appropriations 
Act. This bill takes great strides to help the 
neediest Americans secure shelter in trying 
economic times. It also makes important in-
vestments in strong and user-friendly transpor-
tation systems, including our highways, air-
ports, passenger rail lines, and transit net-
works. 

But I particularly want to thank Chairmen 
OBEY and OLVER for including in this bill $150 
million to fund vitally needed capital and pre-
ventive maintenance improvements for the 
Washington Area Metropolitan Transit Author-
ity, in accordance with legislation we passed 
last year authorizing $1.5 billion for WMATA 
over the next 10 years. It has long been clear 
that America’s Subway deserves a strong fed-
eral commitment. After all, it serves the mil-
lions of visitors who come to visit our nation’s 
capital, and it is the primary public transpor-
tation system servicing the federal employees 
who keep our government running. But with a 
ridership that continues to grow, WMATA’s 
General Manager made it clear that the sys-
tem requires more than $11 billion in capital 
improvements from 2011 to 2020 to keep run-
ning. Without those funds, the system’s aging 
infrastructure will continue to deteriorate. 

The bill includes language directing WMATA 
to use the funds to first address immediate 
safety shortfalls identified by the National 
Transportation Safety Board, which include, 
but are not limited to, the improved crash-
worthiness of the agency’s rail car fleet and 
the maintenance and modernization of 
WMATA’s signal and automatic train control 
systems. The importance of those systems 
was vividly and painfully demonstrated in last 
month’s Metro crash, which took the lives of 
nine commuters. For the sake of all those who 
rely on Metro, we must ensure that its safety 
meets the highest standard. 

I urge my colleagues to support this strong 
appropriations bill and make clear our commit-
ment to the efficiency and safety of America’s 
Subway. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair, I 
rise in strong support of this bill that provides 

important funding for national priorities, as well 
as regional projects including major projects in 
Harris County, TX we have been working on 
for years. The bill makes needed investments 
in transportation projects, housing projects, 
foreclosure prevention, and numerous other 
priorities. 

One of the most significant projects that was 
included because of the benefits it will provide 
our district and the surrounding area is the 
funding for Houston METRO. This was funding 
our office requested, was in the President’s re-
quests, and was funded at $75 million each 
for the North and Southeast Corridor Projects. 
FY2010 activities include final design, land ac-
quisition, and construction for the first seg-
ments on these two lines. 

Also included in the bill was $400,000 for 
the flyover connecting HWY 146 and Spur 
330. While this is a fraction of what I re-
quested, it should allow additional design and 
planning on the project to begin. Our district 
encompasses a significant portion of the hurri-
cane-threatened Gulf Coast of Texas. The 
State-mandated evacuation plan calls for the 
70,000 residents of Baytown to travel south on 
Highway 146 to Spur 330 and to turn north for 
travel to Interstate 10. There is a direct con-
nector from Spur 330 to I–10 westbound, how-
ever there is a major pinch point at the inter-
section of Highway 146 and Spur 330. All the 
evacuating residents must exit the main lanes 
and travel through three signalized intersec-
tions before reconnecting with a limited access 
highway. 

Not only do these intersections create a bot-
tleneck for evacuees, they also make it difficult 
for local emergency personnel to cross while 
preparing for and responding to an approach-
ing emergency. All areas south of Highway 
146 are in the storm surge zone, making 
evacuation mandatory, not voluntary. Our dis-
trict also encompasses the entire Houston 
Ship Channel area and the resulting threats 
associated with these vital energy complexes. 
In addition to the evacuation criticality of this 
flyover, the efficient and safe movement of 
hazardous materials by the elimination of local 
traffic interaction will benefit a large portion of 
the District. I look forward to working with the 
Chairman in the future to ensure this critical 
project receives additional funding. 

There was also $200,000 included to ac-
quire property along Buffalo Bayou’s East 
Sector to create park land for continued devel-
opment of the Buffalo Bayou greenway. The 
Buffalo Bayou Greenway Initiative promotes 
the economic development of Houston’s 
innercity. The project has a major quality of 
life impact on not only the East End but on the 
entire Houston region, and I am pleased the 
Committee continued to provide federal fund-
ing to progress this ongoing effort. The project 
is taking abandoned property that is no longer 
viable for industrial use and transforming it 
into park space that is providing residents with 
recreational and environmental education op-
portunities. 

Mr. Chair, I fully support this bill that pro-
vides increased resources for our nation’s 
transportation needs, as well as strengthening 
social safety nets for those most in need. I 
urge all my colleagues to join me in supporting 
the passage of H.R. 3288. 

Mr. OLVER. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired. 
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Pursuant to the rule, the bill is con-

sidered read for amendment under the 
5-minute rule and the bill shall be con-
sidered read through page 160, line 6. 

The text of that portion of the bill is 
as follows: 

H.R. 3288 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the following sums 
are appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
Departments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2010, and for other purposes, namely: 

TITLE I 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Secretary, $102,556,000, of which not to ex-
ceed $2,631,000, shall be available for the im-
mediate Office of the Secretary; not to ex-
ceed $986,000, shall be available for the imme-
diate Office of the Deputy Secretary; not to 
exceed $20,359,000, shall be available for the 
Office of the General Counsel; not to exceed 
$11,100,000, shall be available for the Office of 
the Under Secretary of Transportation for 
Policy; not to exceed $10,559,000, shall be 
available for the Office of the Assistant Sec-
retary for Budget and Programs; not to ex-
ceed $2,440,000, shall be available for the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Govern-
mental Affairs; not to exceed $25,520,000, 
shall be available for the Office of the Assist-
ant Secretary for Administration; not to ex-
ceed $2,055,000, shall be available for the Of-
fice of Public Affairs; not to exceed $1,658,000, 
shall be available for the Office of the Execu-
tive Secretariat; not to exceed $1,433,000, 
shall be available for the Office of Small and 
Disadvantaged Business Utilization; not to 
exceed $10,600,000, shall be available for the 
Office of Intelligence, Security, and Emer-
gency Response; and not to exceed $13,215,000 
shall be available for the Office of the Chief 
Information Officer: Provided, That the Sec-
retary of Transportation is authorized to 
transfer funds appropriated for any office of 
the Office of the Secretary to any other of-
fice of the Office of the Secretary: Provided 
further, That no appropriation for any office 
shall be increased or decreased by more than 
5 percent by all such transfers: Provided fur-
ther, That notice of any change in funding 
greater than 5 percent shall be submitted for 
approval to the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations: Provided further, 
That not to exceed $60,000, shall be for allo-
cation within the Department for official re-
ception and representation expenses as the 
Secretary may determine: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, excluding fees authorized in Public Law 
107–71, there may be credited to this appro-
priation up to $2,500,000, in funds received in 
user fees: Provided further, That none of the 
funds provided in this Act shall be available 
for the position of Assistant Secretary for 
Public Affairs. 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT CAPITAL 
For necessary expenses for upgrading and 

enhancing the Department of Transpor-
tation’s financial systems, and reengineering 
business processes, $5,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 
For necessary expenses of the Office of 

Civil Rights, $9,667,000. 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING, RESEARCH, AND 

DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses for conducting 

transportation planning, research, systems 

development, development activities, and 
making grants, to remain available until ex-
pended, $14,733,000. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
For necessary expenses for operating costs 

and capital outlays of the Working Capital 
Fund, not to exceed $147,569,000, shall be paid 
from appropriations made available to the 
Department of Transportation: Provided, 
That such services shall be provided on a 
competitive basis to entities within the De-
partment of Transportation: Provided further, 
That the above limitation on operating ex-
penses shall not apply to non-DOT entities: 
Provided further, That no funds appropriated 
in this Act to an agency of the Department 
shall be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund without the approval of the agency 
modal administrator: Provided further, That 
no assessments may be levied against any 
program, budget activity, subactivity or 
project funded by this Act unless notice of 
such assessments and the basis therefor are 
presented to the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations and are approved by 
such Committees. 

MINORITY BUSINESS RESOURCE CENTER 
PROGRAM 

For the cost of guaranteed loans for short- 
term working capital, $342,000, as authorized 
by 49 U.S.C. 332: Provided, That such costs, 
including the cost of modifying such loans, 
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to sub-
sidize total loan principal, any part of which 
is to be guaranteed, not to exceed $18,367,000. 
In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the guaranteed loan program, 
$570,000. 

MINORITY BUSINESS OUTREACH 
For necessary expenses of Minority Busi-

ness Resource Center outreach activities, 
$3,074,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2011: Provided, That notwith-
standing 49 U.S.C. 332, these funds may be 
used for business opportunities related to 
any mode of transportation. 

PAYMENTS TO AIR CARRIERS 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
In addition to funds made available from 

any other source to carry out the Essential 
Air Service Program pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
41731 through 41742, $125,000,000, to be derived 
from the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That, in determining between or among car-
riers competing to provide service to a com-
munity, the Secretary may consider the rel-
ative subsidy requirements of the carriers: 
Provided further, That, if the funds under this 
heading are insufficient to meet the costs of 
the Essential Air Service Program in the 
current fiscal year, the Secretary shall 
transfer such sums as may be necessary to 
carry out the Essential Air Service Program 
from any available amounts appropriated to 
or directly administered by the Office of the 
Secretary for such fiscal year. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—OFFICE OF THE 
SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION 

SEC. 101. None of the funds made available 
in this Act to the Department of Transpor-
tation may be obligated for the Office of the 
Secretary of Transportation to approve as-
sessments or reimbursable agreements per-
taining to funds appropriated to the modal 
administrations in this Act, except for ac-
tivities underway on the date of enactment 
of this Act, unless such assessments or 
agreements have completed the normal re-
programming process for Congressional noti-
fication. 

SEC. 102. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be obligated or expended 

to establish or implement a program under 
which essential air service communities are 
required to assume subsidy costs commonly 
referred to as the EAS local participation 
program. 

SEC. 103. The Secretary or his or her des-
ignee may engage in activities with States 
and State legislators to consider proposals 
related to the reduction of motorcycle fatali-
ties. 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS 

(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 
For necessary expenses of the Federal 

Aviation Administration, not otherwise pro-
vided for, including operations and research 
activities related to commercial space trans-
portation, administrative expenses for re-
search and development, establishment of 
air navigation facilities, the operation (in-
cluding leasing) and maintenance of aircraft, 
subsidizing the cost of aeronautical charts 
and maps sold to the public, lease or pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only, in addition to amounts 
made available by Public Law 108–176, 
$9,347,168,000, of which $5,190,798,000 shall be 
derived from the Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund, of which not to exceed $7,300,739,000 
shall be available for air traffic organization 
activities; not to exceed $1,231,765,000 shall be 
available for aviation safety activities; not 
to exceed $14,737,000 shall be available for 
commercial space transportation activities; 
not to exceed $113,681,000 shall be available 
for financial services activities; not to ex-
ceed $100,428,000 shall be available for human 
resources program activities; not to exceed 
$341,977,000 shall be available for region and 
center operations and regional coordination 
activities; not to exceed $190,063,000 shall be 
available for staff offices; and not to exceed 
$49,778,000 shall be available for information 
services: Provided, That not to exceed 2 per-
cent of any budget activity, except for avia-
tion safety budget activity, may be trans-
ferred to any budget activity under this 
heading: Provided further, That no transfer 
may increase or decrease any appropriation 
by more than 2 percent: Provided further, 
That any transfer in excess of 2 percent shall 
be treated as a reprogramming of funds 
under section 405 of this Act and shall not be 
available for obligation or expenditure ex-
cept in compliance with the procedures set 
forth in that section: Provided further, That 
the Secretary utilize not less than $17,084,000 
of the funds provided for aviation safety ac-
tivities to pay for staff increases in the Of-
fice of Aviation Flight Standards and the Of-
fice of Aircraft Certification: Provided fur-
ther, That not later than March 31 of each 
fiscal year hereafter, the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
transmit to Congress an annual update to 
the report submitted to Congress in Decem-
ber 2004 pursuant to section 221 of Public 
Law 108–176: Provided further, That funds may 
be used to enter into a grant agreement with 
a nonprofit standard-setting organization to 
assist in the development of aviation safety 
standards: Provided further, That none of the 
funds in this Act shall be available for new 
applicants for the second career training pro-
gram: Provided further, That none of the 
funds in this Act shall be available for the 
Federal Aviation Administration to finalize 
or implement any regulation that would pro-
mulgate new aviation user fees not specifi-
cally authorized by law after the date of the 
enactment of this Act: Provided further, That 
there may be credited to this appropriation 
as offsetting collections funds received from 
States, counties, municipalities, foreign au-
thorities, other public authorities, and pri-
vate sources, including funds from fees au-
thorized under Chapter 453 of title 49, United 
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States Code, other than those authorized by 
Section 45301(a)(1) of that title, which shall 
be available for expenses incurred in the pro-
vision of agency services, including receipts 
for the maintenance and operation of air 
navigation facilities, and for issuance, re-
newal or modification of certificates, includ-
ing airman, aircraft, and repair station cer-
tificates, or for tests related thereto, or for 
processing major repair or alteration forms: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than 
$9,500,000 shall be for the contract tower 
cost-sharing program: Provided further, That 
of the funds available under this heading not 
to exceed $500,000 shall be provided to the De-
partment of Transportation’s Office of In-
spector General through reimbursement to 
conduct the annual audits of financial state-
ments in accordance with section 3521 of 
title 31, United States Code, and not to ex-
ceed $120,000 shall be provided to that office 
through reimbursement to conduct the an-
nual Enterprise Services Center Statement 
on Auditing Standards 70 audit: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds in this Act for 
aeronautical charting and cartography are 
available for activities conducted by, or co-
ordinated through, the Working Capital 
Fund. 

FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, for acquisition, establishment, 
technical support services, improvement by 
contract or purchase, and hire of National 
Airspace Systems and experimental facilities 
and equipment, as authorized under part A of 
subtitle VII of title 49, United States Code, 
including initial acquisition of necessary 
sites by lease or grant; engineering and serv-
ice testing, including construction of test fa-
cilities and acquisition of necessary sites by 
lease or grant; construction and furnishing 
of quarters and related accommodations for 
officers and employees of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration stationed at remote lo-
calities where such accommodations are not 
available; and the purchase, lease, or trans-
fer of aircraft from funds available under 
this heading, including aircraft for aviation 
regulation and certification; to be derived 
from the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, 
$2,925,202,000, of which $2,455,202,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2012, and 
of which $470,000,000 shall remain available 
until September 30, 2010: Provided, That there 
may be credited to this appropriation as off-
setting collections funds received from 
States, counties, municipalities, other public 
authorities, and private sources, which shall 
be available for expenses incurred in the es-
tablishment and modernization of air navi-
gation facilities: Provided further, That upon 
initial submission to the Congress of the fis-
cal year 2011 President’s budget, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall transmit to 
the Congress a comprehensive capital invest-
ment plan for the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration which includes funding for each 
budget line item for fiscal years 2011 through 
2015, with total funding for each year of the 
plan constrained to the funding targets for 
those years as estimated and approved by 
the Office of Management and Budget. 

RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVELOPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, for research, engineering, and de-
velopment, as authorized under part A of 
subtitle VII of title 49, United States Code, 
including construction of experimental fa-
cilities and acquisition of necessary sites by 
lease or grant, $195,000,000, to be derived from 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund and to 
remain available until September 30, 2012: 

Provided, That there may be credited to this 
appropriation as offsetting collections, funds 
received from States, counties, municipali-
ties, other public authorities, and private 
sources, which shall be available for ex-
penses incurred for research, engineering, 
and development. 

GRANTS-IN-AID FOR AIRPORTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For liquidation of obligations incurred for 
grants-in-aid for airport planning and devel-
opment, and noise compatibility planning 
and programs as authorized under sub-
chapter I of chapter 471 and subchapter I of 
chapter 475 of title 49, United States Code, 
and under other law authorizing such obliga-
tions; for procurement, installation, and 
commissioning of runway incursion preven-
tion devices and systems at airports of such 
title; for grants authorized under section 
41743 of title 49, United States Code; and for 
inspection activities and administration of 
airport safety programs, including those re-
lated to airport operating certificates under 
section 44706 of title 49, United States Code, 
$3,000,000,000 to be derived from the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund and to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That none of 
the funds under this heading shall be avail-
able for the planning or execution of pro-
grams the obligations for which are in excess 
of $3,515,000,000 in fiscal year 2010, notwith-
standing section 47117(g) of title 49, United 
States Code: Provided further, That none of 
the funds under this heading shall be avail-
able for the replacement of baggage con-
veyor systems, reconfiguration of terminal 
baggage areas, or other airport improve-
ments that are necessary to install bulk ex-
plosive detection systems: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, of funds limited under this heading, not 
more than $93,422,000 shall be obligated for 
administration, not less than $15,000,000 shall 
be available for the airport cooperative re-
search program, not less than $22,472,000 
shall be for Airport Technology Research. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 110. None of the funds in this Act may 
be used to compensate in excess of 600 tech-
nical staff-years under the federally funded 
research and development center contract 
between the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion and the Center for Advanced Aviation 
Systems Development during fiscal year 
2010. 

SEC. 111. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to pursue or adopt guidelines or reg-
ulations requiring airport sponsors to pro-
vide to the Federal Aviation Administration 
without cost building construction, mainte-
nance, utilities and expenses, or space in air-
port sponsor-owned buildings for services re-
lating to air traffic control, air navigation, 
or weather reporting: Provided, That the pro-
hibition of funds in this section does not 
apply to negotiations between the agency 
and airport sponsors to achieve agreement 
on ‘‘below-market’’ rates for these items or 
to grant assurances that require airport 
sponsors to provide land without cost to the 
FAA for air traffic control facilities. 

SEC. 112. The Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration may reimburse 
amounts made available to satisfy 49 U.S.C. 
41742(a)(1) from fees credited under 49 U.S.C. 
45303: Provided, That during fiscal year 2010, 
49 U.S.C. 41742(b) shall not apply, and any 
amount remaining in such account at the 
close of that fiscal year may be made avail-
able to satisfy section 41742(a)(1) for the sub-
sequent fiscal year. 

SEC. 113. Amounts collected under section 
40113(e) of title 49, United States Code, shall 

be credited to the appropriation current at 
the time of collection, to be merged with and 
available for the same purposes of such ap-
propriation. 

SEC. 114. (a) Section 44302(f)(1) of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘September 30, 2009,’’ and 
inserting ‘‘September 30, 2010,’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2009,’’ and in-
serting ‘‘December 31, 2010,’’. 

(b) Section 44303(b) of such title is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2009,’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2010,’’. 

SEC. 115. None of the funds appropriated or 
limited by this Act may be used to change 
weight restrictions or prior permission rules 
at Teterboro airport in Teterboro, New Jer-
sey. 

SEC. 116. None of the funds limited by this 
Act for grants under the Airport Improve-
ment Program shall be made available to the 
sponsor of a commercial service airport if 
such sponsor fails to agree to a request from 
the Secretary of Transportation for cost-free 
space in a non-revenue producing, public use 
area of the airport terminal or other airport 
facilities for the purpose of carrying out a 
public service air passenger rights and con-
sumer outreach campaign. 

SEC. 117. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for paying premium pay under 5 
U.S.C. 5546(a) to any Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration employee unless such employee 
actually performed work during the time 
corresponding to such premium pay. 

SEC. 118. None of the funds in this Act may 
be obligated or expended for an employee of 
the Federal Aviation Administration to pur-
chase a store gift card or gift certificate 
through use of a Government-issued credit 
card. 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
Not to exceed $413,533,000, together with 

advances and reimbursements received by 
the Federal Highway Administration, shall 
be paid in accordance with law from appro-
priations made available by this Act to the 
Federal Highway Administration for nec-
essary expenses for administration and oper-
ation. In addition, not to exceed $3,524,000 
shall be paid from appropriations made 
available by this Act and transferred to the 
Department of Transportation’s Office of In-
spector General for costs associated with au-
dits and investigations of projects and pro-
grams of the Federal Highway Administra-
tion, and not to exceed $285,000 shall be paid 
from appropriations made available by this 
Act and provided to that office through re-
imbursement to conduct the annual audits of 
financial statements in accordance with sec-
tion 3521 of title 31, United States Code. In 
addition, not to exceed $3,220,000 shall be 
paid from appropriations made available by 
this Act and transferred to the Appalachian 
Regional Commission in accordance with 
section 104 of title 23, United States Code. 

FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
None of the funds in this Act shall be 

available for the implementation or execu-
tion of programs, the obligations for which 
are in excess of $41,107,000,000 for Federal-aid 
highways and highway safety construction 
programs for fiscal year 2010: Provided, That 
within the $41,107,000,000 obligation limita-
tion on Federal-aid highways and highway 
safety construction programs, not more than 
$429,800,000 shall be available for the imple-
mentation or execution of programs for 
transportation research (chapter 5 of title 23, 
United States Code; sections 111, 5505, and 
5506 of title 49, United States Code; and title 
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5 of Public Law 109–59) for fiscal year 2010: 
Provided further, That this limitation on 
transportation research programs shall not 
apply to any authority previously made 
available for obligation: Provided further, 
That the Secretary may, as authorized by 
section 605(b) of title 23, United States Code, 
collect and spend fees to cover the costs of 
services of expert firms, including counsel, 
in the field of municipal and project finance 
to assist in the underwriting and servicing of 
Federal credit instruments and all or a por-
tion of the costs to the Federal Government 
of servicing such credit instruments: Pro-
vided further, That such fees are available 
until expended to pay for such costs: Pro-
vided further, That such amounts are in addi-
tion to administrative expenses that are also 
available for such purpose, and are not sub-
ject to any obligation limitation or the limi-
tation on administrative expenses under sec-
tion 608 of title 23, United States Code. 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For carrying out the provisions of title 23, 
United States Code, that are attributable to 
Federal-aid highways, not otherwise pro-
vided, including reimbursement for sums ex-
pended pursuant to the provisions of 23 
U.S.C. 308, $41,846,000,000 or so much thereof 
as may be available in and derived from the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account), to remain available until 
expended. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PRIORITIES 
For the necessary expenses of certain high-

way and surface transportation projects, 
$125,700,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That the amount provided 
under this heading shall be made available 
for the eligible programs, projects, and ac-
tivities identified under this heading in the 
report accompanying this Act: Provided fur-
ther, That a project is an eligible project 
under this heading if the project is eligible 
for assistance under title 23 or chapter 53 of 
title 49, United States Code: Provided further, 
That funds provided under this heading shall 
be administered in the same manner as if 
such funds were apportioned under chapter 1 
of title 23, United States Code, and the Fed-
eral share payable on account of any pro-
gram, project, or activity carried out with 
funds made available under this heading 
shall be determined in accordance with sec-
tion 120(b) of title 23, United States Code: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law and the preceding 
clauses of this provision, the Secretary of 
Transportation may use amounts made 
available under this heading to make grants 
for any surface transportation project other-
wise eligible for funding under title 23 or 
title 49, United States Code. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 120. (a) For fiscal year 2010, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall— 

(1) not distribute from the obligation limi-
tation for Federal-aid highways amounts au-
thorized for administrative expenses and pro-
grams by section 104(a) of title 23, United 
States Code; programs funded from the ad-
ministrative takedown authorized by section 
104(a)(1) of title 23, United States Code (as in 
effect on the day before the date of enact-
ment of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Ef-
ficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy 
for Users); the highway use tax evasion pro-
gram; and the Bureau of Transportation Sta-
tistics; 

(2) not distribute an amount from the obli-
gation limitation for Federal-aid highways 
that is equal to the unobligated balance of 
amounts made available from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-

count) for Federal-aid highways and highway 
safety programs for previous fiscal years the 
funds for which are allocated by the Sec-
retary; 

(3) determine the ratio that— 
(A) the obligation limitation for Federal- 

aid highways, less the aggregate of amounts 
not distributed under paragraphs (1) and (2), 
bears to 

(B) the total of the sums authorized to be 
appropriated for Federal-aid highways and 
highway safety construction programs (other 
than sums authorized to be appropriated for 
provisions of law described in paragraphs (1) 
through (9) of subsection (b) and sums au-
thorized to be appropriated for section 105 of 
title 23, United States Code, equal to the 
amount referred to in subsection (b)(10) for 
such fiscal year), less the aggregate of the 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2) of this subsection; 

(4)(A) distribute the obligation limitation 
for Federal-aid highways, less the aggregate 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2), for sections 1301, 1302, and 1934 of 
the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users; sections 117 (but individually for each 
project numbered 1 through 3676 listed in the 
table contained in section 1702 of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users) and 
section 144(g) of title 23, United States Code; 
and section 14501 of title 40, United States 
Code, so that the amount of obligation au-
thority available for each of such sections is 
equal to the amount determined by multi-
plying the ratio determined under paragraph 
(3) by the sums authorized to be appropriated 
for that section for the fiscal year; and 

(B) distribute $2,000,000,000 for section 105 
of title 23, United States Code; 

(5) distribute the obligation limitation pro-
vided for Federal-aid highways, less the ag-
gregate amounts not distributed under para-
graphs (1) and (2) and amounts distributed 
under paragraph (4), for each of the programs 
that are allocated by the Secretary under 
the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users and title 23, United States Code (other 
than to programs to which paragraphs (1) 
and (4) apply), by multiplying the ratio de-
termined under paragraph (3) by the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated for 
each such program for such fiscal year; and 

(6) distribute the obligation limitation pro-
vided for Federal-aid highways, less the ag-
gregate amounts not distributed under para-
graphs (1) and (2) and amounts distributed 
under paragraphs (4) and (5), for Federal-aid 
highways and highway safety construction 
programs (other than the amounts appor-
tioned for the equity bonus program, but 
only to the extent that the amounts appor-
tioned for the equity bonus program for the 
fiscal year are greater than $2,639,000,000, and 
the Appalachian development highway sys-
tem program) that are apportioned by the 
Secretary under the Safe, Accountable, 
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity 
Act: A Legacy for Users and title 23, United 
States Code, in the ratio that— 

(A) amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for such programs that are apportioned to 
each State for such fiscal year, bear to 

(B) the total of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated for such programs that are 
apportioned to all States for such fiscal year. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS FROM OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TION.—The obligation limitation for Federal- 
aid highways shall not apply to obligations: 
(1) under section 125 of title 23, United States 
Code; (2) under section 147 of the Surface 
Transportation Assistance Act of 1978; (3) 
under section 9 of the Federal-Aid Highway 
Act of 1981; (4) under subsections (b) and (j) 
of section 131 of the Surface Transportation 

Assistance Act of 1982; (5) under subsections 
(b) and (c) of section 149 of the Surface 
Transportation and Uniform Relocation As-
sistance Act of 1987; (6) under sections 1103 
through 1108 of the Intermodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991; (7) 
under section 157 of title 23, United States 
Code, as in effect on the day before the date 
of the enactment of the Transportation Eq-
uity Act for the 21st Century; (8) under sec-
tion 105 of title 23, United States Code, as in 
effect for fiscal years 1998 through 2004, but 
only in an amount equal to $639,000,000 for 
each of those fiscal years; (9) for Federal-aid 
highway programs for which obligation au-
thority was made available under the Trans-
portation Equity Act for the 21st Century or 
subsequent public laws for multiple years or 
to remain available until used, but only to 
the extent that the obligation authority has 
not lapsed or been used; (10) under section 
105 of title 23, United States Code, but only 
in an amount equal to $639,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2005 through 2010; and (11) under 
section 1603 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexi-
ble, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A 
Legacy for Users, to the extent that funds 
obligated in accordance with that section 
were not subject to a limitation on obliga-
tions at the time at which the funds were 
initially made available for obligation. 

(c) REDISTRIBUTION OF UNUSED OBLIGATION 
AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall, after August 1 of such 
fiscal year, revise a distribution of the obli-
gation limitation made available under sub-
section (a) if the amount distributed cannot 
be obligated during that fiscal year and re-
distribute sufficient amounts to those States 
able to obligate amounts in addition to those 
previously distributed during that fiscal 
year, giving priority to those States having 
large unobligated balances of funds appor-
tioned under sections 104 and 144 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

(d) APPLICABILITY OF OBLIGATION LIMITA-
TIONS TO TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH PRO-
GRAMS.—The obligation limitation shall 
apply to transportation research programs 
carried out under chapter 5 of title 23, United 
States Code, and title V (research title) of 
the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users, except that obligation authority made 
available for such programs under such limi-
tation shall remain available for a period of 
3 fiscal years and shall be in addition to the 
amount of any limitation imposed on obliga-
tions for Federal-aid highway and highway 
safety construction programs for future fis-
cal years. 

(e) REDISTRIBUTION OF CERTAIN AUTHORIZED 
FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the distribution of obliga-
tion limitation under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall distribute to the States any 
funds that— 

(A) are authorized to be appropriated for 
such fiscal year for Federal-aid highways 
programs; and 

(B) the Secretary determines will not be 
allocated to the States, and will not be avail-
able for obligation, in such fiscal year due to 
the imposition of any obligation limitation 
for such fiscal year. 

(2) RATIO.—Funds shall be distributed 
under paragraph (1) in the same ratio as the 
distribution of obligation authority under 
subsection (a)(6). 

(3) AVAILABILITY.—Funds distributed under 
paragraph (1) shall be available for any pur-
poses described in section 133(b) of title 23, 
United States Code. 

(f) SPECIAL LIMITATION CHARACTERISTICS.— 
Obligation limitation distributed for a fiscal 
year under subsection (a)(4) for the provision 
specified in subsection (a)(4) shall— 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8623 July 23, 2009 
(1) remain available until used for obliga-

tion of funds for that provision; and 
(2) be in addition to the amount of any lim-

itation imposed on obligations for Federal- 
aid highway and highway safety construc-
tion programs for future fiscal years. 

(g) HIGH PRIORITY PROJECT FLEXIBILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

obligation authority distributed for such fis-
cal year under subsection (a)(4) for each 
project numbered 1 through 3676 listed in the 
table contained in section 1702 of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transpor-
tation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users may 
be obligated for any other project in such 
section in the same State. 

(2) RESTORATION.—Obligation authority 
used as described in paragraph (1) shall be re-
stored to the original purpose on the date on 
which obligation authority is distributed 
under this section for the next fiscal year 
following obligation under paragraph (1). 

(h) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to limit the distribution of obligation 
authority under subsection (a)(4)(A) for each 
of the individual projects numbered greater 
than 3676 listed in the table contained in sec-
tion 1702 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Leg-
acy for Users. 

SEC. 121. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, 
funds received by the Bureau of Transpor-
tation Statistics from the sale of data prod-
ucts, for necessary expenses incurred pursu-
ant to 49 U.S.C. 111 may be credited to the 
Federal-aid highways account for the pur-
pose of reimbursing the Bureau for such ex-
penses: Provided, That such funds shall be 
subject to the obligation limitation for Fed-
eral-aid highways and highway safety con-
struction. 

SEC. 122. (a) IN GENERAL.—Except as pro-
vided in subsection (b), none of the funds 
made available, limited, or otherwise af-
fected by this Act shall be used to approve or 
otherwise authorize the imposition of any 
toll on any segment of highway located on 
the Federal-aid system in the State of Texas 
that— 

(1) as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
is not tolled; 

(2) is constructed with Federal assistance 
provided under title 23, United States Code; 
and 

(3) is in actual operation as of the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.— 
(1) NUMBER OF TOLL LANES.—Subsection (a) 

shall not apply to any segment of highway 
on the Federal-aid system described in that 
subsection that, as of the date on which a 
toll is imposed on the segment, will have the 
same number of non-toll lanes as were in ex-
istence prior to that date. 

(2) HIGH-OCCUPANCY VEHICLE LANES.—A 
high-occupancy vehicle lane that is con-
verted to a toll lane shall not be subject to 
this section, and shall not be considered to 
be a non-toll lane for purposes of deter-
mining whether a highway will have fewer 
non-toll lanes than prior to the date of impo-
sition of the toll, if— 

(A) high-occupancy vehicles occupied by 
the number of passengers specified by the en-
tity operating the toll lane may use the toll 
lane without paying a toll, unless otherwise 
specified by the appropriate county, town, 
municipal or other local government entity, 
or public toll road or transit authority; or 

(B) each high-occupancy vehicle lane that 
was converted to a toll lane was constructed 
as a temporary lane to be replaced by a toll 
lane under a plan approved by the appro-
priate county, town, municipal or other local 
government entity, or public toll road or 
transit authority. 

SEC. 123. (a) In the explanatory statement 
referenced in section 129 of division K of Pub-

lic Law 110–161 (121 Stat. 2388), the item re-
lating to ‘‘Route 5 Overpass and River Cen-
ter, St. Mary’s County, MD’’ in the table of 
projects for such section 129 is deemed to be 
amended by striking ‘‘ ‘Route 5 Overpass and 
River Center, St. Mary’s County, MD’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Safety Improvements and Traffic 
Calming Measures along Route 5 at St. 
Mary’s County, MD’’. 

(b) In the explanatory statement ref-
erenced in section 186 of title I of division I 
of Public Law 111–8 (123 Stat. 947), the item 
relating to ‘‘US 422 River Crossing Complex 
Project, King of Prussia, PA’’ in the table of 
projects under the heading ‘‘Transportation, 
Community, and System Preservation Pro-
gram’’ is deemed to be amended by striking 
‘‘US 422 River Crossing Complex Project, 
King of Prussia, PA’’ and inserting ‘‘For 
closed loop signal control system and other 
improvements for Trooper Road in Lower 
Providence and West Norriton Townships, 
Montgomery County, PA’’. 

(c) In the explanatory statement ref-
erenced in section 186 of title I of division I 
of Public Law 111–8 (123 Stat. 947), the item 
relating to ‘‘Improving the West Bank River 
Front, IL’’ in the table of projects under the 
heading ‘‘Transportation, Community, and 
System Preservation Program’’ is deemed to 
be amended by striking ‘‘Improving the West 
Bank River Front, IL’’ and inserting ‘‘East 
Bank River Front and Bikeway Improve-
ments, IL’’. 

(d) In the explanatory statement ref-
erenced in section 186 of title I of division K 
of Public Law 110–161 (121 Stat. 2406), as 
amended by section 129(d) of division I of 
Public Law 111–8 (123 Stat. 947), the item re-
lating to ‘‘Repair of Side Streets and Reloca-
tion of Water Mains resulting from rerouting 
of traffic and reconstruction of 159th Street 
in Harvey, IL’’ in the table of projects under 
the heading ‘‘Transportation, Community, 
and System Preservation Program’’ is 
deemed to be amended by striking ‘‘Repair of 
Side Streets and Relocation of Water Mains 
resulting from rerouting of traffic and recon-
struction of 159th Street in Harvey, IL’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Intersection Improvements on 
Crawford Avenue and 203rd Street in the Vil-
lage of Olympia Fields, IL’’. 

(e) In the explanatory statement ref-
erenced in section 129 of division K of Public 
Law 110–161 (121 Stat. 2388), the item relating 
to ‘‘Study Improvements to 109th Avenue, 
Winfield, IN’’ in the table of projects for such 
section 129 is deemed to be amended by strik-
ing ‘‘Winfield, IN’’ and inserting ‘‘Town of 
Winfield, City of Crown Point, Lake County, 
IN’’. 

(f) In the explanatory statement referenced 
in section 186 of title I of division I of Public 
Law 111–8 (123 Stat. 947), the item relating to 
‘‘Ronald Reagan Parkway (Middle and 
Southern segments), Boone County, IN’’ in 
the table of projects under the heading 
‘‘Transportation, Community, and System 
Preservation Program’’ is deemed to be 
amended by striking ‘‘Boone County’’ and in-
serting ‘‘Hendricks County’’. 

(g) In the explanatory statement ref-
erenced in section 186 of title I of division I 
of Public Law 111–8 (123 Stat. 947), the item 
relating to ‘‘Onville Road Intersection and 
Road-Widening Project, Prince William 
County, VA’’ in the table of projects under 
the heading ‘‘Federal Lands’’ is deemed to be 
amended by striking ‘‘Prince William’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Stafford’’. 

(h) In the explanatory statement ref-
erenced in section 186 of title I of division I 
of Public Law 111–8 (123 Stat. 947), the item 
relating to ‘‘U.S. 59/Alabama Grade Separa-
tion Project, St. Joseph, MO’’ in the table of 
projects under the heading ‘‘Interstate Main-
tenance Discretionary’’ is deemed to be 
amended by striking ‘‘U.S. 59/Alabama Grade 

Separation Project, St. Joseph, MO’’ and in-
serting ‘‘I-29 Interchange Reconstruction in 
St. Joseph, MO’’. 

(i) In the explanatory statement referenced 
in section 186 of title I of division I of Public 
Law 111–8 (123 Stat. 947), the item relating to 
‘‘Decking and Sidewalk Replacement on the 
Central Avenue Overpass, South Charleston, 
WV’’ in the table of projects under the head-
ing ‘‘Interstate Maintenance Discretionary’’ 
is deemed to be amended by striking ‘‘Deck-
ing and Sidewalk Replacement on the Cen-
tral Avenue Overpass, South Charleston, 
WV’’ and inserting ‘‘General Interstate 
Maintenance, WV’’. 

(j) In the explanatory statement referenced 
in section 125 of title I of division I of Public 
Law 111–8 (123 Stat. 928), the item relating to 
‘‘Wapsi Great Western Line Trail, Mitchell 
County, IA’’ is deemed to be amended by 
striking ‘‘Mitchell County’’ and inserting 
‘‘Mitchell and Howard Counties’’. 

(k) In the explanatory statement ref-
erenced in section 125 of title I of division I 
of Public Law 111–8 (123 Stat. 928), the item 
relating to ‘‘Highway 169 Corridor Project 
Environmental Assessment, Preliminary En-
gineering and Planning, Humboldt, IA’’ is 
deemed to be amended by striking ‘‘Corridor 
Project Environmental Assessment, Prelimi-
nary Engineering and Planning, Humboldt, 
IA’’ and inserting ‘‘Construction, Humboldt 
and Webster Counties, IA’’. 

(l) In the explanatory statement referenced 
in section 125 of title I of division I of Public 
Law 111–8 (123 Stat. 928), the item relating to 
‘‘Highway 53 Interchanges, WI’’ is deemed to 
be amended by striking ‘‘Interchanges’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Intersections’’. 

FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY OPERATIONS AND 
PROGRAMS 

(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 

(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 
For payment of obligations incurred in the 

implementation, execution and administra-
tion of motor carrier safety operations and 
programs pursuant to section 31104(i) of title 
49, United States Code, and sections 4127 and 
4134 of Public Law 109–59, $239,828,000, to be 
derived from the Highway Trust Fund (other 
than the Mass Transit Account), together 
with advances and reimbursements received 
by the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Admin-
istration: Provided, That none of the funds 
derived from the Highway Trust Fund in this 
Act shall be available for the implementa-
tion, execution or administration of pro-
grams, the obligations for which are in ex-
cess of $239,828,000, for ‘‘Motor Carrier Safety 
Operations and Programs’’, of which 
$8,500,000, is for the research and technology 
program to remain available for obligation 
until September 30, 2011, and $1,000,000 shall 
be available for commercial motor vehicle 
operator’s grants to carry out section 4134 of 
Public Law 109–59: Provided further, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, 
none of the funds under this heading for out-
reach and education shall be available for 
transfer: Provided further, That the Federal 
Motor Carrier Safety Administration shall 
transmit to Congress a report on March 30, 
2010, and September 30, 2010, on the agency’s 
ability to meet its requirement to conduct 
compliance reviews on high-risk carriers. 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out sections 31102, 31104(a), 31106, 
31107, 31109, 31309, 31313 of title 49, United 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:40 Jul 24, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00037 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A23JY7.013 H23JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
B

9S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8624 July 23, 2009 
States Code, and sections 4126 and 4128 of 
Public Law 109–59, $310,070,000, to be derived 
from the Highway Trust Fund (other than 
the Mass Transit Account): Provided, That 
none of the funds in this Act shall be avail-
able for the implementation or execution of 
programs, the obligations for which are in 
excess of $310,070,000, for ‘‘Motor Carrier 
Safety Grants’’; of which $212,070,000 shall be 
available for the motor carrier safety assist-
ance program to carry out sections 31102 and 
31104(a) of title 49, United States Code; 
$25,000,000, shall be available for the commer-
cial driver’s license improvements program 
to carry out section 31313 of title 49, United 
States Code; $32,000,000, shall be available for 
the border enforcement grants program to 
carry out section 31107 of title 49, United 
States Code; $5,000,000, shall be available for 
the performance and registration informa-
tion system management program to carry 
out sections 31106(b) and 31109 of title 49, 
United States Code; $25,000,000, shall be 
available for the commercial vehicle infor-
mation systems and networks deployment 
program to carry out section 4126 of Public 
Law 109–59; $3,000,000, shall be available for 
the safety data improvement program to 
carry out section 4128 of Public Law 109–59; 
and $8,000,000, shall be available for the com-
mercial driver’s license information system 
modernization program to carry out section 
31309(e) of title 49, United States Code: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds made avail-
able for the motor carrier safety assistance 
program, $29,000,000, shall be available for 
audits of new entrant motor carriers. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL MOTOR 

CARRIER SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 135. Funds appropriated or limited in 

this Act shall be subject to the terms and 
conditions stipulated in section 350 of Public 
Law 107–87 and section 6901 of Public Law 
110–28, including that the Secretary submit a 
report to the House and Senate Appropria-
tions Committees annually on the safety and 
security of transportation into the United 
States by Mexico-domiciled motor carriers. 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
For expenses necessary to discharge the 

functions of the Secretary, with respect to 
traffic and highway safety under subtitle C 
of title X of Public Law 109–59 and chapter 
301 and part C of subtitle VI of title 49, 
United States Code, $131,736,000, of which 
$32,045,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2011: Provided, That none of the 
funds appropriated by this Act may be obli-
gated or expended to plan, finalize, or imple-
ment any rulemaking to add to section 
575.104 of title 49 of the Code of Federal Reg-
ulations any requirement pertaining to a 
grading standard that is different from the 
three grading standards (treadwear, traction, 
and temperature resistance) already in ef-
fect. 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 403, 
$108,642,000 to be derived from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac-
count) and to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That none of the funds in 
this Act shall be available for the planning 
or execution of programs the total obliga-
tions for which, in fiscal year 2010, are in ex-
cess of $108,642,000 for programs authorized 
under 23 U.S.C. 403: Provided further, That 
within the $108,642,000 obligation limitation 
for operations and research, $26,908,000 shall 

remain available until September 30, 2011 
and shall be in addition to the amount of any 
limitation imposed on obligations for future 
years. 

NATIONAL DRIVER REGISTER 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out chapter 303 of title 49, United 
States Code, $4,000,000, to be derived from the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account) and to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That none of the 
funds in this Act shall be available for the 
implementation or execution of programs 
the total obligations for which, in fiscal year 
2010, are in excess of $4,000,000 for the Na-
tional Driver Register authorized under such 
chapter. 

NATIONAL DRIVER REGISTER 
For an additional amount for the ‘‘Na-

tional Driver Register’’ as authorized by 
chapter 303 of title 49, United States Code, 
$3,350,000, to remain available through Sep-
tember 30, 2011: Provided, That the funding 
made available under this heading shall be 
used to carry out the modernization of the 
National Driver Register. 

HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 402, 
405, 406, 408, and 410 and sections 2001(a)(11), 
2009, 2010, and 2011 of Public Law 109–59, to 
remain available until expended, $619,500,000 
to be derived from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account): Pro-
vided, That none of the funds in this Act 
shall be available for the planning or execu-
tion of programs the total obligations for 
which, in fiscal year 2010, are in excess of 
$619,500,000 for programs authorized under 23 
U.S.C. 402, 405, 406, 408, and 410 and sections 
2001(a)(11), 2009, 2010, and 2011 of Public Law 
109–59, of which $235,000,000 shall be for 
‘‘Highway Safety Programs’’ under 23 U.S.C. 
402; $25,000,000 shall be for ‘‘Occupant Protec-
tion Incentive Grants’’ under 23 U.S.C. 405; 
$124,500,000 shall be for ‘‘Safety Belt Per-
formance Grants’’ under 23 U.S.C. 406, and 
such obligation limitation shall remain 
available until September 30, 2011 in accord-
ance with subsection (f) of such section 406 
and shall be in addition to the amount of any 
limitation imposed on obligations for such 
grants for future fiscal years; $34,500,000 shall 
be for ‘‘State Traffic Safety Information 
System Improvements’’ under 23 U.S.C. 408; 
$139,000,000 shall be for ‘‘Alcohol-Impaired 
Driving Countermeasures Incentive Grant 
Program’’ under 23 U.S.C. 410; $18,500,000 
shall be for ‘‘Administrative Expenses’’ 
under section 2001(a)(11) of Public Law 109–59; 
$29,000,000 shall be for ‘‘High Visibility En-
forcement Program’’ under section 2009 of 
Public Law 109–59; $7,000,000 shall be for ‘‘Mo-
torcyclist Safety’’ under section 2010 of Pub-
lic Law 109–59; and $7,000,000 shall be for 
‘‘Child Safety and Child Booster Seat Safety 
Incentive Grants’’ under section 2011 of Pub-
lic Law 109–59: Provided further, That none of 
these funds shall be used for construction, 
rehabilitation, or remodeling costs, or for of-
fice furnishings and fixtures for State, local 
or private buildings or structures: Provided 
further, That not to exceed $500,000 of the 
funds made available for section 410 ‘‘Alco-
hol-Impaired Driving Countermeasures 
Grants’’ shall be available for technical as-
sistance to the States: Provided further, That 
not to exceed $750,000 of the funds made 
available for the ‘‘High Visibility Enforce-

ment Program’’ shall be available for the 
evaluation required under section 2009(f) of 
Public Law 109–59. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—NATIONAL 
HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 140. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law or limitation on the use of funds 
made available under section 403 of title 23, 
United States Code, an additional $130,000 
shall be made available to the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration, out 
of the amount limited for section 402 of title 
23, United States Code, to pay for travel and 
related expenses for State management re-
views and to pay for core competency devel-
opment training and related expenses for 
highway safety staff. 

SEC. 141. The limitations on obligations for 
the programs of the National Highway Traf-
fic Safety Administration set in this Act 
shall not apply to obligations for which obli-
gation authority was made available in pre-
vious public laws for multiple years but only 
to the extent that the obligation authority 
has not lapsed or been used. 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

SAFETY AND OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Rail-
road Administration, not otherwise provided 
for, $172,533,000, of which $15,300,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2011. 

RAILROAD RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

For necessary expenses for railroad re-
search and development, $34,145,000, to re-
main available until expended. 

RAILROAD REHABILITATION AND IMPROVEMENT 
FINANCING PROGRAM 

The Secretary of Transportation is author-
ized to issue to the Secretary of the Treas-
ury notes or other obligations pursuant to 
section 512 of the Railroad Revitalization 
and Regulatory Reform Act of 1976 (Public 
Law 94–210), in such amounts and at such 
times as may be necessary to pay any 
amounts required pursuant to the guarantee 
of the principal amount of obligations under 
sections 511 through 513 of such Act, such au-
thority to exist as long as any such guaran-
teed obligation is outstanding: Provided, 
That pursuant to section 502 of such Act, no 
new direct loans or loan guarantee commit-
ments shall be made using Federal funds for 
the credit risk premium during fiscal year 
2010. 

RAIL LINE RELOCATION AND IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses of carrying out sec-
tion 20154 of title 49, United States Code, 
$40,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

CAPITAL ASSISTANCE FOR HIGH SPEED RAIL 
CORRIDORS AND INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL 
SERVICE 

To enable the Secretary of Transportation 
to make passenger rail grants for capital 
projects as authorized under sections 26106 
and 24406 of title 49, United States Code; the 
acquisition of new rolling stock; and to enter 
into cooperative agreements for these pur-
poses, $4,000,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2015: Provided, That $50,000,000 
of funds provided under this paragraph are 
available to the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Railroad Administration to fund the 
award and oversight of financial assistance 
made under this paragraph: Provided further, 
That up to $30,000,000 of the funds provided 
under this paragraph are available to the Ad-
ministrator for the purposes of conducting 
research and demonstrating technologies 
supporting the development of passenger rail 
service that is expected to maintain an aver-
age speed of 110 miles per hour or is reason-
ably expected to reach speeds of at least 150 
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miles per hour, including the implementa-
tion of the Rail Cooperative Research Pro-
gram authorized by section 24910 of title 49, 
United States Code: Provided further, That up 
to $50,000,000 of the funds provided under this 
paragraph may be used for planning activi-
ties that lead directly to the development of 
a passenger rail corridor investment plan 
consistent with the requirements established 
by the Administrator or a state rail plan 
consistent with chapter 227 of title 49, United 
States Code: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall issue regulations covering appli-
cation procedures and grant criteria for the 
passenger rail grants provided under this 
paragraph: Provided further, That the Federal 
share payable of the costs for which financial 
assistance is made under this paragraph 
shall not exceed 80 percent: Provided further, 
That in addition to the provisions of title 49, 
United States Code, that apply to the pas-
senger rail programs funded under this para-
graph, sections 24402(a)(2), 24402(f), 24402(i), 
and 24403(a) and (c) of title 49, United States 
Code, shall also apply to the provision of 
funds provided under this paragraph: Pro-
vided further, That a project need not be in a 
state rail plan developed under chapter 227 of 
title 49, United States Code, to be eligible for 
assistance under this heading: Provided fur-
ther, That up to $5,000,000 of the funds pro-
vided under this paragraph are available to 
the Administrator for the purposes of imple-
menting section 24316 of title 49, United 
States Code: Provided further, That if legisla-
tion authorizing a national infrastructure 
bank is enacted prior to September 30, 2010, 
beginning on October 1, 2010, the Secretary 
of Transportation may use up to 
$2,000,000,000, of the amount appropriated in 
this paragraph to carry out such legislation 
including by transferring funds to the appro-
priate Federal agency to carry out the na-
tional infrastructure bank: Provided further, 
That if legislation enacting a national infra-
structure bank is not enacted by September 
30, 2010, the Secretary may use an additional 
$20,000,000 of the funds available under this 
paragraph for the award and oversight of fi-
nancial assistance made under this para-
graph; Provided further, That recipients of 
grants under this paragraph shall conduct all 
procurement transactions using such grant 
funds in a manner that provides full and 
open competition, as determined by the Sec-
retary, in compliance with existing labor 
agreements. 

OPERATING GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL 
RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 

To enable the Secretary of Transportation 
to make quarterly grants to the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation for the oper-
ation of intercity passenger rail, as author-
ized by section 101(a) of the Passenger Rail 
Investment and Improvement Act of 2008 (Di-
vision B of Pub. L. 110-432), $553,348,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2010: Pro-
vided, That the amounts available under this 
heading shall be available for the Secretary 
to approve funding to cover operating losses 
for the Corporation only after receiving and 
reviewing a grant request for each specific 
train route: Provided further, That each such 
grant request shall be accompanied by a de-
tailed financial analysis, revenue projection, 
and capital expenditure projection justifying 
the Federal support to the Secretary’s satis-
faction: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may retain up to one-half of one percent of 
the funds provided under this heading to im-
plement the Operating Grants to the Na-
tional Railroad Passenger Corporation in fis-
cal year 2010: Provided further, That the Cor-
poration is directed to achieve savings 
through operating efficiencies including, but 
not limited to, modifications to food and 
beverage service and first class service: Pro-

vided further, That the Inspector General of 
the Department of Transportation shall re-
port to the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations beginning 3 months after the 
date of the enactment of this Act and quar-
terly thereafter with estimates of the sav-
ings accrued as a result of all operational re-
forms instituted by the Corporation: Pro-
vided further, That the Inspector General of 
the Department of Transportation shall pro-
vide a report recommending to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations 
180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act on possible operational reforms that 
could be instituted by the Corporation: Pro-
vided further, That not later than 120 days 
after enactment of this Act, the Corporation 
shall transmit to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations its Fiscal Year 
2011 plan to improve the financial perform-
ance of food and beverage service and its 
plan to improve the financial performance of 
first class service (including sleeping car 
service): Provided further, That the Corpora-
tion shall report quarterly to the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations on its 
progress against the milestones and target 
dates contained in its financial performance 
improvement plan provided in fiscal year 
2009 and quantify savings realized to date on 
a monthly basis compared to those projected 
in the plan, identify any changes in the plan 
or delays in implementing these plans, and 
identify the causes of delay and proposed 
corrective measures: Provided further, That 
the National Railroad Passenger Corporation 
shall submit, in electronic format, to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions, a budget, business plan and a 5-Year 
Financial Plan beginning with fiscal year 
2010, consistent with the provisions of sec-
tion 204 of the Passenger Rail Investment 
and Improvement Act of 2008 (Division B of 
Pub. L. 110-432): Provided further, That the 
budget, business plan and the 5-Year Finan-
cial Plan shall also include a separate ac-
counting of targets for the Northeast Cor-
ridor; commuter service; long distance Am-
trak service; state-supported service; each 
intercity train route, including Autotrain; 
and commercial activities including contract 
operations: Provided further, That, these 
plans shall be accompanied by a comprehen-
sive fleet plan for all Amtrak rolling stock 
which shall address the Corporation’s de-
tailed plans and timeframes for the mainte-
nance, refurbishment, replacement, and ex-
pansion of the Amtrak fleet: Provided further, 
That said fleet plan shall establish year-spe-
cific goals and milestones and discuss poten-
tial, current, and preferred financing options 
for all such activities: Provided further, That 
the budget, business plan and the 5-Year Fi-
nancial Plan shall include a description of 
work to be funded, along with cost estimates 
and an estimated timetable for completion 
of the projects covered by these plans: Pro-
vided further, That the Corporation shall pro-
vide monthly reports in electronic format re-
garding the budget, business plan, and 5-Year 
Financial Plan, which shall describe the 
work completed to date, any changes to any 
plan, and the reasons for such changes, and 
shall identify all sole source contract awards 
which shall be accompanied by a justifica-
tion as to why said contract was awarded on 
a sole source basis: Provided further, That the 
Corporation’s budget, business plan, 5-Year 
Financial Plan, and all subsequent supple-
mental plans shall be displayed on the Cor-
poration’s website within a reasonable time-
frame following their submission to the ap-
propriate entities: Provided further, That 
none of the funds under this heading may be 
obligated or expended until the Corporation 
agrees to continue abiding by the provisions 
of paragraphs 1, 2, 5, 9, and 11 of the sum-
mary of conditions for the direct loan agree-

ment of June 28, 2002, in the same manner as 
in effect on the date of enactment of this 
Act. 
NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL 
To enable the Secretary of Transportation 

to make a grant to the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation Office of the Inspec-
tor General for auditing the operations and 
capital expenditures of the National Rail-
road Passenger Corporation, as authorized 
by section 101(b) of the Passenger Rail In-
vestment and Improvement Act of 2008 (Divi-
sion B of Pub. L. 110-432), $19,000,000. 

CAPITAL AND DEBT SERVICE GRANTS TO THE 
NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 
To enable the Secretary of Transportation 

to make quarterly grants to the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation for capital 
grants supporting intercity passenger serv-
ices as authorized by section 101(c) of the 
Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement 
Act of 2008 (Division B of Pub. L. 110-432), 
$929,625,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2010, of which not to exceed 
$264,000,000 shall be for debt service obliga-
tions as authorized by section 102 of that 
Act: Provided, That in addition to the project 
management oversight funds authorized 
under section 101(d) of that Act, the Sec-
retary may retain up to an additional one- 
half of one percent of the funds provided 
under this heading to fund expenses associ-
ated with implementing sections 208 and 212 
of that Act, including the amendments made 
by section 212 to section 24905 of title 49, 
United States Code: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall approve funding for cap-
ital expenditures, including advance pur-
chase orders of materials, for the Corpora-
tion only after receiving and reviewing a 
grant request for each specific capital 
project justifying the Federal support to the 
Secretary’s satisfaction: Provided further, 
That none of the funds under this heading 
may be used to subsidize operating losses of 
the Corporation: Provided further, That none 
of the funds under this heading may be used 
for capital projects not approved by the Sec-
retary of Transportation or on the Corpora-
tion’s fiscal year 2010 business plan. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 151. The Secretary may purchase pro-
motional items of nominal value for use in 
public outreach activities to accomplish the 
purposes of 49 U.S.C. 20134: Provided, That the 
Secretary shall prescribe guidelines for the 
administration of such purchases and use. 

SEC. 152. Hereafter, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, funds provided in this 
Act for the National Railroad Passenger Cor-
poration shall immediately cease to be avail-
able to said Corporation in the event that 
the Corporation contracts to have services 
provided at or from any location outside the 
United States. For purposes of this section, 
the word ‘‘services’’ shall mean any service 
that was, as of July 1, 2006, performed by a 
full-time or part-time Amtrak employee 
whose base of employment is located within 
the United States. 

SEC. 153. The Secretary of Transportation 
may receive and expend cash, or receive and 
utilize spare parts and similar items, from 
non-United States Government sources to re-
pair damages to or replace United States 
Government owned automated track inspec-
tion cars and equipment as a result of third 
party liability for such damages, and any 
amounts collected under this section shall be 
credited directly to the Safety and Oper-
ations account of the Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration, and shall remain available 
until expended for the repair, operation and 
maintenance of automated track inspection 
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cars and equipment in connection with the 
automated track inspection program. 

SEC. 154. The Administrator of the Federal 
Railroad Administration shall submit a re-
port on April 1, 2010, and quarterly reports 
thereafter, to the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations detailing the Admin-
istrator’s efforts at improving the on-time 
performance of Amtrak intercity rail service 
operating on non-Amtrak owned property. 
Such reports shall compare the most recent 
actual on-time performance data to pre-es-
tablished on-time performance goals that 
the Administrator shall set for each rail 
service, identified by route. Such reports 
shall also include whatever other informa-
tion and data regarding the on-time perform-
ance of Amtrak trains the Administrator 
deems to be appropriate. 

SEC. 155. In the Explanatory Statement ref-
erenced in division I of Public Law 111–8 
under the heading Railroad Research and De-
velopment the item relating to ‘‘San Gabriel 
trench grade separation project, Alameda 
Corridor, CA’’ is deemed to be amended by 
inserting ‘‘Alameda Corridor East Construc-
tion Authority Grade Separations, CA.’’. 

SEC. 156. In the Explanatory Statement ref-
erenced in division K of Public Law 110–161 
under the heading Rail Line Relocation and 
Improvement Program the item relating to 
‘‘Mt. Vernon railroad cut, NY’’ is deemed to 
be amended by inserting ‘‘Rail Line and Sta-
tion Improvement and Rehabilitation, 
Mount Vernon, NY.’’. 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

For necessary administrative expenses of 
the Federal Transit Administration’s pro-
grams authorized by chapter 53 of title 49, 
United States Code, $97,478,000: Provided, 
That of the funds available under this head-
ing, not to exceed $1,809,000 shall be available 
for travel: Provided further, That none of the 
funds provided or limited in this Act may be 
used to create a permanent office of transit 
security under this heading: Provided further, 
That of the amounts made available under 
this heading not to exceed $75,000 shall be 
paid from appropriations made available by 
this Act and provided to the Department of 
Transportation Office of Inspector General 
through reimbursement to conduct the an-
nual audits of financial statements in ac-
cordance with section 3521 of title 31, United 
States Code: Provided further, That upon sub-
mission to the Congress of the fiscal year 
2011 President’s budget, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall transmit to Congress 
the annual report on new starts, including 
proposed allocations of funds for fiscal year 
2011. 

FORMULA AND BUS GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORITY) 

(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

For payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 5305, 
5307, 5308, 5309, 5310, 5311, 5316, 5317, 5320, 5335, 
5339, and 5340 and section 3038 of Public Law 
105–178, as amended, $8,852,000,000 to be de-
rived from the Mass Transit Account of the 
Highway Trust Fund and to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That funds avail-
able for the implementation or execution of 
programs authorized under 49 U.S.C. 5305, 
5307, 5308, 5309, 5310, 5311, 5316, 5317, 5320, 5335, 
5339, and 5340 and section 3038 of Public Law 
105–178, as amended, shall not exceed total 
obligations of $8,343,171,000 in fiscal year 
2010. 
RESEARCH AND UNIVERSITY RESEARCH CENTERS 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5306, 5312–5315, 5322, and 5506, 
$65,670,000, to remain available until ex-

pended: Provided, That $10,000,000 is available 
to carry out the transit cooperative research 
program under section 5313 of title 49, United 
States Code, $4,300,000 is available for the 
National Transit Institute under section 5315 
of title 49, United States Code, and $7,000,000 
is available for university transportation 
centers program under section 5506 of title 
49, United States Code: Provided further, That 
$44,370,000 is available to carry out national 
research programs under sections 5312, 5313, 
5314, and 5322 of title 49, United States Code. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses to carry out sec-
tion 5309 of title 49, United States Code, 
$1,827,343,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which not to exceed $200,000,000 is 
for section 5309(e) of such title: Provided, 
That $2,000,000, shall be transferred to the 
Department of Transportation Office of In-
spector General from funds set aside for the 
execution of contracts pursuant to section 
5327(c) of title 49, United States Code, for 
costs associated with audits and investiga-
tions of transit-related issues, including re-
views of new fixed guideway systems. 

WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA TRANSIT 
AUTHORITY 

For necessary expenses to carry out sec-
tion 601 of Division B of Public Law 110-432, 
$150,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 160. The limitations on obligations for 
the programs of the Federal Transit Admin-
istration shall not apply to any authority 
under 49 U.S.C. 5338, previously made avail-
able for obligation, or to any other authority 
previously made available for obligation. 

SEC. 161. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds appropriated or limited by 
this Act under ‘‘Federal Transit Administra-
tion, Capital Investment Grants’’ and for bus 
and bus facilities under ‘‘Federal Transit Ad-
ministration, Formula and Bus Grants’’ for 
projects specified in this Act or identified in 
reports accompanying this Act not obligated 
by September 30, 2012, and other recoveries, 
shall be directed to projects eligible to use 
the funds for the purposes for which they 
were originally provided. 

SEC. 162. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, any funds appropriated before 
October 1, 2009, under any section of chapter 
53 of title 49, United States Code, that re-
main available for expenditure, may be 
transferred to and administered under the 
most recent appropriation heading for any 
such section. 

SEC. 163. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, unobligated funds made avail-
able for new fixed guideway system projects 
under the heading ‘‘Federal Transit Adminis-
tration, Capital investment grants’’ in any 
appropriations Act prior to this Act may be 
used during this fiscal year to satisfy ex-
penses incurred for such projects. 

SEC. 164. During fiscal year 2010, each Fed-
eral Transit Administration grant for a 
project that involves the acquisition or reha-
bilitation of a bus to be used in public trans-
portation shall be funded for 90 percent of 
the net capital costs of a biodiesel bus or a 
factory-installed or retrofitted hybrid elec-
tric propulsion system and any equipment 
related to such a system: Provided, That the 
Secretary shall have the discretion to deter-
mine, through practicable administrative 
procedures, the costs attributable to the sys-
tem and related-equipment. 

SEC. 165. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, unobligated funds or recoveries 
under section 5309 of title 49, United States 
Code, that are available to the Secretary of 

Transportation for reallocation shall be di-
rected to projects eligible to use the funds 
for the purposes for which they were origi-
nally provided. 

SEC. 166. (a) In the explanatory statement 
referenced in section 186 of title I of division 
K of Public Law 110-161 (121 Stat. 2406), the 
item relating to ‘‘Broward County South-
west Transit Facility’’ in the table of 
projects under the heading ‘‘Bus and Bus Fa-
cilities’’ is deemed to be amended by strik-
ing ‘‘Southwest’’ and inserting 
‘‘Ravenswood’’. 

(b) The explanatory statement referenced 
in section 186 of title I of division I of Public 
Law 111–8 for ‘‘Alternatives analysis’’ under 
‘‘Federal Transit Administration–Formula 
and Bus Grants’’ is deemed to be amended by 
striking ‘‘Hudson–Bergen Light Rail Exten-
sion Route 440, North Bergen, NJ’’ and in-
serting ‘‘Hudson–Bergen Light Rail Exten-
sion Route 440, Jersey City, NJ’’. 

(c) Funds made available for the Phoenix 
Heavy Maintenance Facility, Phoenix Dial- 
a-Ride facility, and the Phoenix Regional 
Heavy Bus Maintenance Facility in Arizona 
through the Department of Transportation 
Appropriations Acts for Fiscal Years 2005 
and 2008 that remain unobligated or unex-
pended shall be made available to the East 
Baseline Park-and-Ride Facility in Phoenix, 
Arizona. 

SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION 

The Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation is hereby authorized to make 
such expenditures, within the limits of funds 
and borrowing authority available to the 
Corporation, and in accord with law, and to 
make such contracts and commitments with-
out regard to fiscal year limitations as pro-
vided by section 104 of the Government Cor-
poration Control Act, as amended, as may be 
necessary in carrying out the programs set 
forth in the Corporation’s budget for the cur-
rent fiscal year. 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 

(HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses for operations, 
maintenance, and capital asset renewal of 
those portions of the Saint Lawrence Seaway 
owned, operated, and maintained by the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Cor-
poration, $32,324,000, to be derived from the 
Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund, pursuant to 
Public Law 99–662. 

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 

MARITIME SECURITY PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to maintain and 
preserve a United States flag merchant fleet 
to serve the national security needs of the 
United States, $174,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended. 

OPERATIONS AND TRAINING 

For necessary expenses of operations and 
training activities authorized by law, 
$140,900,000, of which $31,677,000 shall remain 
avaialble until September 30, 2010, for sala-
ries and benefits of employees of the United 
States Merchant Marine Academy; of which 
$15,391,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended for capital improvements at the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy; 
and of which $11,240,000 shall remain avail-
able until expended for maintenance and re-
pair of training ships at State maritime 
academies. 

SHIP DISPOSAL 

For necessary expenses related to the dis-
posal of obsolete vessels in the National De-
fense Reserve Fleet of the Maritime Admin-
istration, $15,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 
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MARITIME GUARANTEED LOAN (TITLE XI) 

PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For administrative expenses to carry out 
the guaranteed loan program, not to exceed 
$3,630,000, which shall be transferred to and 
merged with the appropriation for ‘‘Oper-
ations and Training’’, Maritime Administra-
tion. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—MARITIME 
ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 175. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, the Maritime Administra-
tion may furnish utilities and services and 
make necessary repairs in connection with 
any lease, contract, or occupancy involving 
Government property under the control of 
the Maritime Administration, and payments 
received therefor shall be credited to the ap-
propriation charged with the cost thereof: 
Provided, That rental payments under any 
such lease, contract, or occupancy for items 
other than such utilities, services, or repairs 
shall be covered into the Treasury as mis-
cellaneous receipts. 

SEC. 176. Section 51314 of title 46, United 
States Code, is amended in subsection (b) by 
inserting at the end ‘‘Such fees shall be cred-
ited to the Maritime Administration’s Oper-
ations and Training appropriation, to remain 
available until expended, for those expenses 
directly related to the purposes of the fees. 
Fees collected in excess of actual expenses 
may be refunded to the Midshipmen through 
a mechanism approved by the Secretary. The 
Academy shall maintain a separate and de-
tailed accounting of fee revenue and all asso-
ciated expenses.’’. 
PIPELINE AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 

ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONAL EXPENSES 
(PIPELINE SAFETY FUND) 

For necessary operational expenses of the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration, $19,968,000, of which $639,000 
shall be derived from the Pipeline Safety 
Fund: Provided, That $1,000,000 shall be trans-
ferred to ‘‘Pipeline Safety’’ in order to fund 
‘‘Pipeline Safety Information Grants to 
Communities’’ as authorized under section 
60130 of title 49, United States Code. 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 
For expenses necessary to discharge the 

hazardous materials safety functions of the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration, $36,500,000, of which $2,699,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 
2012: Provided, That up to $800,000 in fees col-
lected under 49 U.S.C. 5108(g) shall be depos-
ited in the general fund of the Treasury as 
offsetting receipts: Provided further, That 
there may be credited to this appropriation, 
to be available until expended, funds re-
ceived from states, counties, municipalities, 
other public authorities, and private sources 
for expenses incurred for training, for re-
ports publication and dissemination, and for 
travel expenses incurred in performance of 
hazardous materials exemptions and approv-
als functions. 

PIPELINE SAFETY 
(PIPELINE SAFETY FUND) 

(OIL SPILL LIABILITY TRUST FUND) 
For expenses necessary to conduct the 

functions of the pipeline safety program, for 
grants-in-aid to carry out a pipeline safety 
program, as authorized by 49 U.S.C. 60107, 
and to discharge the pipeline program re-
sponsibilities of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990, 
$105,239,000, of which $18,905,000 shall be de-
rived from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund 
and shall remain available until September 
30, 2012; and of which $86,334,000 shall be de-
rived from the Pipeline Safety Fund, of 

which $47,332,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2012. 

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS GRANTS 
(EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FUND) 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5128(b), $188,000, to be derived from the 
Emergency Preparedness Fund, to remain 
available until September 30, 2011: Provided, 
That not more than $28,318,000 shall be made 
available for obligation in fiscal year 2010 
from amounts made available by 49 U.S.C. 
5116(i) and 5128(b)–(c): Provided further, That 
none of the funds made available by 49 U.S.C. 
5116(i), 5128(b), or 5128(c) shall be made avail-
able for obligation by individuals other than 
the Secretary of Transportation, or his or 
her designee. 

RESEARCH AND INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses of the Research 

and Innovative Technology Administration, 
$12,834,000, of which $6,036,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2012: Provided, 
That there may be credited to this appro-
priation, to be available until expended, 
funds received from States, counties, mu-
nicipalities, other public authorities, and 
private sources for expenses incurred for 
training. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General to carry out the provisions 
of the Inspector General Act of 1978, as 
amended, $74,839,000: Provided, That the In-
spector General shall have all necessary au-
thority, in carrying out the duties specified 
in the Inspector General Act, as amended (5 
U.S.C. App. 3), to investigate allegations of 
fraud, including false statements to the gov-
ernment (18 U.S.C. 1001), by any person or en-
tity that is subject to regulation by the De-
partment: Provided further, That the funds 
made available under this heading shall be 
used to investigate, pursuant to section 41712 
of title 49, United States Code: (1) unfair or 
deceptive practices and unfair methods of 
competition by domestic and foreign air car-
riers and ticket agents; and (2) the compli-
ance of domestic and foreign air carriers 
with respect to item (1) of this proviso. 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Surface 
Transportation Board, including services au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $29,800,000: Provided, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, not to exceed $1,250,000 from fees estab-
lished by the Chairman of the Surface Trans-
portation Board shall be credited to this ap-
propriation as offsetting collections and used 
for necessary and authorized expenses under 
this heading: Provided further, That the sum 
herein appropriated from the general fund 
shall be reduced on a dollar-for-dollar basis 
as such offsetting collections are received 
during fiscal year 2010, to result in a final ap-
propriation from the general fund estimated 
at no more than $28,550,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

SEC. 180. During the current fiscal year ap-
plicable appropriations to the Department of 
Transportation shall be available for mainte-
nance and operation of aircraft; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles and aircraft; purchase 
of liability insurance for motor vehicles op-
erating in foreign countries on official de-
partment business; and uniforms or allow-
ances therefor, as authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 
5901–5902). 

SEC. 181. Appropriations contained in this 
Act for the Department of Transportation 

shall be available for services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for individuals 
not to exceed the per diem rate equivalent to 
the rate for an Executive Level IV. 

SEC. 182. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for salaries and expenses of 
more than 110 political and Presidential ap-
pointees in the Department of Transpor-
tation: Provided, That none of the personnel 
covered by this provision may be assigned on 
temporary detail outside the Department of 
Transportation. 

SEC. 183. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to implement section 404 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 184. (a) No recipient of funds made 
available in this Act shall disseminate per-
sonal information (as defined in 18 U.S.C. 
2725(3)) obtained by a State department of 
motor vehicles in connection with a motor 
vehicle record as defined in 18 U.S.C. 2725(1), 
except as provided in 18 U.S.C. 2721 for a use 
permitted under 18 U.S.C. 2721. 

(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall not withhold funds provided 
in this Act for any grantee if a State is in 
noncompliance with this provision. 

SEC. 185. Funds received by the Federal 
Highway Administration, Federal Transit 
Administration, and Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration from States, counties, munici-
palities, other public authorities, and private 
sources for expenses incurred for training 
may be credited respectively to the Federal 
Highway Administration’s ‘‘Federal-Aid 
Highways’’ account, the Federal Transit Ad-
ministration’s ‘‘Research and University Re-
search Centers’’ account, and to the Federal 
Railroad Administration’s ‘‘Safety and Oper-
ations’’ account, except for State rail safety 
inspectors participating in training pursuant 
to 49 U.S.C. 20105. 

SEC. 186. Funds provided or limited in this 
Act under the appropriate accounts within 
the Federal Highway Administration, the 
Federal Railroad Administration and the 
Federal Transit Administration shall be for 
the eligible programs, projects and activities 
in the corresponding amounts identified in 
the explanatory statement accompanying 
this Act for ‘‘Ferry Boats and Ferry Ter-
minal Facilities’’, ‘‘Federal Lands’’, ‘‘Inter-
state Maintenance Discretionary’’, ‘‘Trans-
portation, Community and System Preserva-
tion Program’’, ‘‘Delta Region Transpor-
tation Development Program’’, ‘‘Rail Line 
Relocation and Improvement Program’’, 
‘‘Rail-highway crossing hazard elimi-
nations’’, ‘‘Alternatives analysis’’, and ‘‘Bus 
and bus facilities’’. 

SEC. 187. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sions of law, rule or regulation, the Sec-
retary of Transportation is authorized to 
allow the issuer of any preferred stock here-
tofore sold to the Department to redeem or 
repurchase such stock upon the payment to 
the Department of an amount determined by 
the Secretary. 

SEC. 188. None of the funds in this Act to 
the Department of Transportation may be 
used to make a grant unless the Secretary of 
Transportation notifies the House and Sen-
ate Committees on Appropriations not less 
than 3 full business days before any discre-
tionary grant award, letter of intent, or full 
funding grant agreement totaling $500,000 or 
more is announced by the department or its 
modal administrations from: (1) any discre-
tionary grant program of the Federal High-
way Administration including the emer-
gency relief program; (2) the airport im-
provement program of the Federal Aviation 
Administration; (3) any grant or cooperative 
agreement from the Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration; or (4) any program of the Fed-
eral Transit Administration other than the 
formula grants and fixed guideway mod-
ernization programs: Provided, That the Sec-
retary gives concurrent notification to the 
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House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions for any ‘‘quick release’’ of funds from 
the emergency relief program: Provided fur-
ther, That no notification shall involve funds 
that are not available for obligation. 

SEC. 189. Rebates, refunds, incentive pay-
ments, minor fees and other funds received 
by the Department of Transportation from 
travel management centers, charge card pro-
grams, the subleasing of building space, and 
miscellaneous sources are to be credited to 
appropriations of the Department of Trans-
portation and allocated to elements of the 
Department of Transportation using fair and 
equitable criteria and such funds shall be 
available until expended. 

SEC. 190. Amounts made available in this 
or any other Act that the Secretary deter-
mines represent improper payments by the 
Department of Transportation to a third 
party contractor under a financial assistance 
award, which are recovered pursuant to law, 
shall be available— 

(1) to reimburse the actual expenses in-
curred by the Department of Transportation 
in recovering improper payments; and 

(2) to pay contractors for services provided 
in recovering improper payments or con-
tractor support in the implementation of the 
Improper Payments Information Act of 2002: 
Provided, That amounts in excess of that re-
quired for paragraphs (1) and (2)— 

(A) shall be credited to and merged with 
the appropriation from which the improper 
payments were made, and shall be available 
for the purposes and period for which such 
appropriations are available; or 

(B) if no such appropriation remains avail-
able, shall be deposited in the Treasury as 
miscellaneous receipts: Provided further, 
That prior to the transfer of any such recov-
ery to an appropriations account, the Sec-
retary shall notify the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations the amount 
and reasons for such transfer: Provided fur-
ther, That for purposes of this section, the 
term ‘‘improper payments’’, has the same 
meaning as that provided in section 2(d)(2) of 
Public Law 107–300. 

SEC. 191. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, if any funds provided in or lim-
ited by this Act are subject to a reprogram-
ming action that requires notice to be pro-
vided to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations, said reprogramming ac-
tion shall be approved or denied solely by the 
Committees on Appropriations: Provided, 
That the Secretary may provide notice to 
other congressional committees of the ac-
tion of the Committees on Appropriations on 
such reprogramming but not sooner than 30 
days following the date on which the re-
programming action has been approved or 
denied by the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations. 

SEC. 192. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available under this Act may 
be used by the Surface Transportation Board 
of the Department of Transportation to 
charge or collect any filing fee for rate com-
plaints filed with the Board in an amount in 
excess of the amount authorized for district 
court civil suit filing fees under section 1914 
of title 28, United States Code. 

SEC. 193. Notwithstanding section 3324 of 
Title 31, United States Code, in addition to 
authority provided by section 327 of title 49, 
United States Code, the Department’s Work-
ing Capital fund is hereby authorized to pro-
vide payments in advance to vendors that 
are necessary to carry out the Federal tran-
sit pass transportation fringe benefit pro-
gram under Executive Order 13150 and sec-
tion 3049 of Public Law 109–59: Provided, that 
the Department shall include adequate safe-
guards in the contract with the vendors to 
ensure timely and high quality performance 
under the contract. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of Transportation Appropriations Act, 2010’’. 

TITLE II 
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 

DEVELOPMENT 
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTION 
For necessary salaries and expenses for Ex-

ecutive Direction, $25,969,000, of which not to 
exceed $4,619,000 shall be available for the 
immediate Office of the Secretary and Dep-
uty Secretary; not to exceed $1,703,000 shall 
be available for the Office of Hearings and 
Appeals; not to exceed $778,000 shall be avail-
able for the Office of Small and Disadvan-
taged Business Utilization; not to exceed 
$727,000 shall be available for the immediate 
Office of the Chief Financial Officer; not to 
exceed $1,474,000 shall be available for the 
immediate Office of the General Counsel; not 
to exceed $2,912,000 shall be available to the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Con-
gressional and Intergovernmental Relations; 
not to exceed $3,110,000 shall be available for 
the Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Public Affairs; not to exceed $1,218,000 shall 
be available for the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Administration; not to exceed 
$2,125,000 shall be available to the Office of 
the Assistant Secretary for Public and In-
dian Housing; not to exceed $1,781,000 shall 
be available to the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Community Planning and De-
velopment; not to exceed $3,497,000 shall be 
available to the Office of the Assistant Sec-
retary for Housing, Federal Housing Com-
missioner; not to exceed $1,097,000 shall be 
available to the Office of the Assistant Sec-
retary for Policy Development and Research; 
and not to exceed $928,000 shall be available 
to the Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development is au-
thorized to transfer funds appropriated for 
any office funded under this heading to any 
other office funded under this heading fol-
lowing written notification to the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations: Pro-
vided further, That no appropriation for any 
office shall be increased or decreased by 
more than 5 percent by all such transfers: 
Provided further, That notice of any change 
in funding greater than 5 percent shall be 
submitted for prior approval to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall 
provide the Committees on Appropriations 
quarterly written notification regarding the 
status of pending congressional reports: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary shall pro-
vide all signed reports required by Congress 
electronically: Provided further, That not to 
exceed $25,000 of the amount made available 
under this paragraph for the immediate Of-
fice of the Secretary shall be available for of-
ficial reception and representation expenses 
as the Secretary may determine. 

ADMINISTRATION, OPERATIONS AND 
MANAGEMENT 

For necessary salaries and expenses for ad-
ministration, operations and management 
for the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, $537,897,000, of which not to ex-
ceed $76,958,000 shall be available for the per-
sonnel compensation and benefits of the Of-
fice of Administration; not to exceed 
$11,277,000 shall be available for the per-
sonnel compensation and benefits of the Of-
fice of Departmental Operations and Coordi-
nation; not to exceed $51,275,000 shall be 
available for the personnel compensation 
and benefits of the Office of Field Policy and 
Management; not to exceed $14,649,000 shall 
be available for the personnel compensation 
and benefits of the Office of the Chief Pro-

curement Officer; not to exceed $35,197,000 
shall be available for the personnel com-
pensation and benefits of the remaining staff 
in the Office of the Chief Financial Officer; 
not to exceed $89,062,000 shall be available for 
the personnel compensation and benefits of 
the remaining staff in the Office of the Gen-
eral Counsel; not to exceed $3,296,000 shall be 
available for the personnel compensation 
and benefits of the Office of Departmental 
Equal Employment Opportunity; not to ex-
ceed $1,393,000 shall be available for the per-
sonnel compensation and benefits for the 
Center for Faith-Based and Community Ini-
tiatives; not to exceed $2,400,000 shall be 
available for the personnel compensation 
and benefits for the Office of Sustainability; 
not to exceed $2,520,000 shall be available for 
the personnnel compensation and benefits 
for the Office of Strategic Planning and 
Management; and not to exceed $249,870,000 
shall be available for non-personnel expenses 
of the Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment: Provided, That, funds provided 
under this heading may be used for necessary 
administrative and non-administrative ex-
penses of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, not otherwise provided 
for, including purchase of uniforms, or allow-
ances therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
5901–5902; hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109: Pro-
vided further, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, funds appropriated 
under this heading may be used for adver-
tising and promotional activities that sup-
port the housing mission area: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development is authorized to transfer 
funds appropriated for any office included in 
Administration, Operations and Management 
to any other office included in Administra-
tion, Operations and Management only after 
such transfer has been submitted to, and re-
ceived prior written approval by, the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That no appropriation for 
any office shall be increased or decreased by 
more than 10 percent by all such transfers. 

PERSONNEL COMPENSATION AND BENEFITS 
PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 

For necessary personnel compensation and 
benefits expenses of the Office of Public and 
Indian Housing, $197,074,000. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary personnel compensation and 

benefits expenses of the Office of Community 
Planning and Development mission area, 
$98,989,000. 

HOUSING 
For necessary personnel compensation and 

benefits expenses of the Office of Housing, 
$374,887,000. 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNMENT NATIONAL 
MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION 

For necessary personnel compensation and 
benefits expenses of the Office of the Govern-
ment National Mortgage Association, 
$11,095,000, to be derived from the GNMA 
guarantees of mortgage backed securities 
guaranteed loan receipt account. 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
For necessary personnel compensation and 

benefits expenses of the Office of Policy De-
velopment and Research, $21,138,000. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
For necessary personnel compensation and 

benefits expenses of the Office of Fair Hous-
ing and Equal Opportunity, $71,800,000. 
OFFICE OF HEALTHY HOMES AND LEAD HAZARD 

CONTROL 
For necessary personnel compensation and 

benefits expenses of the Office of Healthy 
Homes and Lead Hazard Control, $7,151,000. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:40 Jul 24, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00042 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A23JY7.014 H23JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
B

9S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8629 July 23, 2009 
PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 

TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 
For activities and assistance for the provi-

sion of tenant-based rental assistance au-
thorized under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1437 et 
seq.) (‘‘the Act’’ herein), not otherwise pro-
vided for, $14,242,200,000, to remain available 
until expended, shall be available on October 
1, 2009 (in addition to the $4,000,000,000 pre-
viously appropriated under this heading that 
will become available on October 1, 2009), and 
$4,000,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, shall be available on October 1, 2010: 
Provided, That the amounts made available 
under this heading are provided as follows: 

(1) $16,387,200,000 shall be available for re-
newals of expiring section 8 tenant-based an-
nual contributions contracts (including re-
newals of enhanced vouchers under any pro-
vision of law authorizing such assistance 
under section 8(t) of the Act) and including 
renewal of other special purpose vouchers 
initially funded in fiscal year 2008 and 2009 
(such as Family Unification, Veterans Af-
fairs Supportive Housing Vouchers and Non- 
elderly Disabled Vouchers): Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
from amounts provided under this paragraph 
and any carryover, the Secretary for the cal-
endar year 2010 funding cycle shall provide 
renewal funding for each public housing 
agency based on voucher management sys-
tem (VMS) leasing and cost data for the 
most recent Federal fiscal year and by apply-
ing the most recent Annual Adjustment Fac-
tor as established by the Secretary, and by 
making any necessary adjustments for the 
costs associated with deposits to family self- 
sufficiency program escrow accounts or first- 
time renewals including tenant protection or 
HOPE VI vouchers: Provided further, That 
none of the funds provided under this para-
graph may be used to fund a total number of 
unit months under lease which exceeds a 
public housing agency’s authorized level of 
units under contract: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall, to the extent necessary 
to stay within the amount specified under 
this paragraph (except as otherwise modified 
under this Act), pro rate each public housing 
agency’s allocation otherwise established 
pursuant to this paragraph: Provided further, 
That except as provided in the last two pro-
visos, the entire amount specified under this 
paragraph (except as otherwise modified 
under this Act) shall be obligated to the pub-
lic housing agencies based on the allocation 
and pro rata method described above, and 
the Secretary shall notify public housing 
agencies of their annual budget not later 
than 60 days after enactment of this Act: 
Provided further, That the Secretary may ex-
tend the 60-day notification period with the 
written approval of the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations: Provided fur-
ther, That public housing agencies partici-
pating in the Moving to Work demonstration 
shall be funded pursuant to their Moving to 
Work agreements and shall be subject to the 
same pro rata adjustments under the pre-
vious provisos: Provided further, That up to 
$150,000,000 shall be available only: (1) to ad-
just the allocations for public housing agen-
cies, after application for an adjustment by a 
public housing agency that experienced a 
significant increase, as determined by the 
Secretary, in renewal costs of tenant-based 
rental assistance resulting from unforeseen 
circumstances or from portability under sec-
tion 8(r) of the Act; (2) for adjustments for 
public housing agencies with voucher leasing 
rates at the end of the calendar year that ex-
ceed the average leasing for the 12-month pe-
riod used to establish the allocation; (3) for 
adjustments for the costs associated with 
VASH vouchers; or (4) for vouchers that were 

not in use during the 12-month period in 
order to be available to meet a commitment 
pursuant to section 8(o)(13) of the Act. 

(2) $120,000,000 shall be for section 8 rental 
assistance for relocation and replacement of 
housing units that are demolished or dis-
posed of pursuant to the Omnibus Consoli-
dated Rescissions and Appropriations Act of 
1996 (Public Law 104–134), conversion of sec-
tion 23 projects to assistance under section 8, 
the family unification program under sec-
tion 8(x) of the Act, relocation of witnesses 
in connection with efforts to combat crime 
in public and assisted housing pursuant to a 
request from a law enforcement or prosecu-
tion agency, enhanced vouchers under any 
provision of law authorizing such assistance 
under section 8(t) of the Act, HOPE VI 
vouchers, mandatory and voluntary conver-
sions, and tenant protection assistance in-
cluding replacement and relocation assist-
ance or for project based assistance to pre-
vent the displacement of unassisted elderly 
tenants currently residing in section 202 
properties financed between 1959 and 1974 
that are refinanced pursuant to Public Law 
106–569, as amended, or under the authority 
as provided under this Act: Provided, That 
the Secretary may provide replacement 
vouchers for all units that were occupied 
within the previous 24 months that cease to 
be available as assisted housing, subject to 
the availability of funds. 

(3) $1,600,000,000 shall be for administrative 
and other expenses of public housing agen-
cies in administering the section 8 tenant- 
based rental assistance program, of which up 
to $50,000,000 shall be available to the Sec-
retary to allocate to public housing agencies 
that need additional funds to administer 
their section 8 programs, including fees asso-
ciated with section 8 tenant protection rent-
al assistance, the administration of disaster 
related vouchers, Veterans Affairs Sup-
portive Housing vouchers, and other incre-
mental vouchers: Provided, That no less than 
$1,550,000,000 of the amount provided in this 
paragraph shall be allocated to public hous-
ing agencies for the calendar year 2010 fund-
ing cycle based on section 8(q) of the Act 
(and related Appropriation Act provisions) as 
in effect immediately before the enactment 
of the Quality Housing and Work Responsi-
bility Act of 1998 (Public Law 105–276): Pro-
vided further, That if the amounts made 
available under this paragraph are insuffi-
cient to pay the amounts determined under 
the previous proviso, the Secretary may de-
crease the amounts allocated to agencies by 
a uniform percentage applicable to all agen-
cies receiving funding under this paragraph 
or may, to the extent necessary to provide 
full payment of amounts determined under 
the previous proviso, utilize unobligated bal-
ances, including recaptures and carryovers, 
remaining from funds appropriated to the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment under this heading, for fiscal year 2009 
and prior fiscal years, notwithstanding the 
purposes for which such amounts were appro-
priated: Provided further, That amounts pro-
vided under this paragraph shall be only for 
activities related to the provision of tenant- 
based rental assistance authorized under sec-
tion 8, including related development activi-
ties. 

(4) $75,000,000 for incremental rental vouch-
er assistance for use through a supported 
housing program administered in conjunc-
tion with the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs as authorized under section 8(o)(19) of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall make such funding 
available, notwithstanding section 204 (com-
petition provision) of this title, to public 
housing agencies that partner with eligible 
VA Medical Centers or other entities as des-

ignated by the Secretary of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs, based on geographical 
need for such assistance as identified by the 
Secretary of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, public housing agency administrative 
performance, and other factors as specified 
by the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment in consultation with the Sec-
retary of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development may waive, 
or specify alternative requirements for (in 
consultation with the Secretary of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs), any provision 
of any statute or regulation that the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
administers in connection with the use of 
funds made available under this paragraph 
(except for requirements related to fair hous-
ing, nondiscrimination, labor standards, and 
the environment), upon a finding by the Sec-
retary that any such waivers or alternative 
requirements are necessary for the effective 
delivery and administration of such voucher 
assistance: Provided further, That assistance 
made available under this paragraph shall 
continue to remain available for homeless 
veterans upon turn-over. 

(5) $60,000,000 shall be for family self-suffi-
ciency coordinators under section 23 of the 
Act. 

HOUSING CERTIFICATE FUND 
Unobligated balances, including recaptures 

and carryover, remaining from funds appro-
priated to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under this heading, the 
heading ‘‘Annual Contributions for Assisted 
Housing’’ and the heading ‘‘Project-Based 
Rental Assistance’’, for fiscal year 2010 and 
prior years may be used for renewal of or 
amendments to section 8 project-based con-
tracts and for performance-based contract 
administrators, notwithstanding the pur-
poses for which such funds were appro-
priated: Provided, That any obligated bal-
ances of contract authority from fiscal year 
1974 and prior that have been terminated 
shall be cancelled. 

PUBLIC HOUSING CAPITAL FUND 
For the Public Housing Capital Fund Pro-

gram to carry out capital and management 
activities for public housing agencies, as au-
thorized under section 9 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g) (the 
‘‘Act’’) $2,500,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2013: Provided, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law or 
regulation, during fiscal year 2010 the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
may not delegate to any Department official 
other than the Deputy Secretary and the As-
sistant Secretary for Public and Indian 
Housing any authority under paragraph (2) 
of section 9(j) regarding the extension of the 
time periods under such section: Provided 
further, That for purposes of such section 
9(j), the term ‘‘obligate’’ means, with respect 
to amounts, that the amounts are subject to 
a binding agreement that will result in out-
lays, immediately or in the future: Provided 
further, That up to $15,345,000 shall be to sup-
port the ongoing Public Housing Financial 
and Physical Assessment activities of the 
Real Estate Assessment Center (REAC): Pro-
vided further, That of the total amount pro-
vided under this heading, not to exceed 
$20,000,000 shall be available for the Sec-
retary to make grants, notwithstanding sec-
tion 204 of this Act, to public housing agen-
cies for emergency capital needs including 
safety and security measures necessary to 
address crime and drug-related activity as 
well as needs resulting from unforeseen or 
unpreventable emergencies and natural dis-
asters, excluding Presidentially declared 
emergencies and natural disasters under the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), occurring 
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in fiscal year 2010: Provided further, That of 
the total amount provided under this head-
ing, $50,000,000 shall be for supportive serv-
ices, service coordinators and congregate 
services as authorized by section 34 of the 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1437z–6) and the Native Amer-
ican Housing Assistance and Self-Determina-
tion Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4101 et seq.): Pro-
vided further, That of the total amount pro-
vided under this heading, up to $8,820,000 is 
to support the costs of administrative and 
judicial receiverships: Provided further, That 
from the funds made available under this 
heading, the Secretary shall provide bonus 
awards in fiscal year 2010 to public housing 
agencies that are designated high per-
formers. 

PUBLIC HOUSING OPERATING FUND 
For 2010 payments to public housing agen-

cies for the operation and management of 
public housing, as authorized by section 9(e) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437g(e)), $4,800,000,000. 

REVITALIZATION OF SEVERELY DISTRESSED 
PUBLIC HOUSING (HOPE VI) 

For grants to public housing agencies for 
demolition, site revitalization, replacement 
housing, and tenant-based assistance grants 
to projects as authorized by section 24 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437v), $250,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2011, of which the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall use 
$10,000,000 for technical assistance and con-
tract expertise, to be provided directly or in-
directly by grants, contracts or cooperative 
agreements, including training and cost of 
necessary travel for participants in such 
training, by or to officials and employees of 
the department and of public housing agen-
cies and to residents: Provided, That none of 
such funds shall be used directly or indi-
rectly by granting competitive advantage in 
awards to settle litigation or pay judgments, 
unless expressly permitted herein. 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 
For the Native American Housing Block 

Grants program, as authorized under title I 
of the Native American Housing Assistance 
and Self-Determination Act of 1996 
(NAHASDA) (25 U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), 
$750,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That, notwithstanding the 
Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Act of 1996, to determine 
the amount of the allocation under title I of 
such Act for each Indian tribe, the Secretary 
shall apply the formula under section 302 of 
such Act with the need component based on 
single-race Census data and with the need 
component based on multi-race Census data, 
and the amount of the allocation for each In-
dian tribe shall be the greater of the two re-
sulting allocation amounts: Provided further, 
That of the amounts made available under 
this heading, $3,500,000 shall be contracted 
for assistance for a national organization 
representing Native American housing inter-
ests for providing training and technical as-
sistance to Indian housing authorities and 
tribally designated housing entities as au-
thorized under NAHASDA; and $4,250,000 
shall be to support the inspection of Indian 
housing units, contract expertise, training, 
and technical assistance in the training, 
oversight, and management of such Indian 
housing and tenant-based assistance, includ-
ing up to $300,000 for related travel: Provided 
further, That of the amount provided under 
this heading, $2,000,000 shall be made avail-
able for the cost of guaranteed notes and 
other obligations, as authorized by title VI 
of NAHASDA: Provided further, That such 
costs, including the costs of modifying such 
notes and other obligations, shall be as de-
fined in section 502 of the Congressional 

Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to sub-
sidize the total principal amount of any 
notes and other obligations, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$18,000,000. 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANT 
For the Native Hawaiian Housing Block 

Grant program, as authorized under title 
VIII of the Native American Housing Assist-
ance and Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 
U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), $12,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That of 
this amount, $300,000 shall be for training 
and technical assistance activities, including 
up to $100,000 for related travel by Hawaii- 
based HUD employees. 

INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-
thorized by section 184 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1992 (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–13a), $7,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That such 
costs, including the costs of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That these funds are available to 
subsidize total loan principal, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, up to $919,000,000: 
Provided further, That up to $750,000 shall be 
for administrative contract expenses includ-
ing management processes and systems to 
carry out the loan guarantee program. 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE 
FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-
thorized by section 184A of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1992 (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–13b), $1,044,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That such 
costs, including the costs of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That these funds are available to 
subsidize total loan principal, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$41,504,255. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH 

AIDS 
For carrying out the Housing Opportuni-

ties for Persons with AIDS program, as au-
thorized by the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12901 et seq.), $350,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2011, 
except that amounts allocated pursuant to 
section 854(c)(3) of such Act shall remain 
available until September 30, 2012: Provided, 
That the Secretary shall renew all expiring 
contracts for permanent supportive housing 
that were funded under section 854(c)(3) of 
such Act that meet all program require-
ments before awarding funds for new con-
tracts and activities authorized under this 
section. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 
For assistance to units of State and local 

government, and to other entities, for eco-
nomic and community development activi-
ties, and for other purposes, $4,600,607,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2012, 
unless otherwise specified: Provided, That of 
the total amount provided, $4,166,607,000 is 
for carrying out the community development 
block grant program under title I of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974, as amended (the ‘‘Act’’ herein) (42 
U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Provided further, That un-
less explicitly provided for under this head-
ing (except for planning grants provided in 
the second paragraph and amounts made 
available under the third paragraph), not to 
exceed 20 percent of any grant made with 
funds appropriated under this heading shall 

be expended for planning and management 
development and administration: Provided 
further, That $65,000,000 shall be for grants to 
Indian tribes notwithstanding section 
106(a)(1) of such Act, of which, notwith-
standing any other provision of law (includ-
ing section 204 of this Act), up to $3,960,000 
may be used for emergencies that constitute 
imminent threats to health and safety. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $151,000,000 shall be available for 
grants for the Economic Development Initia-
tive (EDI) to finance a variety of targeted 
economic investments in accordance with 
the terms and conditions specified in the ex-
planatory statement accompanying this Act: 
Provided, That none of the funds provided 
under this paragraph may be used for pro-
gram operations: Provided further, That, for 
fiscal years 2008, 2009 and 2010, no unobli-
gated funds for EDI grants may be used for 
any purpose except acquisition, planning, de-
sign, purchase of equipment, revitalization, 
redevelopment or construction. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $18,000,000 shall be available for 
neighborhood initiatives that are utilized to 
improve the conditions of distressed and 
blighted areas and neighborhoods, to stimu-
late investment, economic diversification, 
and community revitalization in areas with 
population outmigration or a stagnating or 
declining economic base, or to determine 
whether housing benefits can be integrated 
more effectively with welfare reform initia-
tives: Provided, That amounts made avail-
able under this paragraph shall be provided 
in accordance with the terms and conditions 
specified in the explanatory statement ac-
companying this Act. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading ‘‘Community Planning 
and Development’’ in title II of division K of 
Public Law 110–161 is deemed to be amended 
by striking ‘‘Custer County, ID for acquisi-
tion of an unused middle school building’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Custer County, ID, to con-
struct a community center’’. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading ‘‘Community Planning 
and Development’’ in title II of division I of 
Public Law 111–8 is deemed to be amended by 
striking ‘‘Custer County, ID, to purchase a 
middle school building’’ and inserting ‘‘Cus-
ter County, ID, to construct a community 
center’’. 

Of the amounts made available under this 
heading, $150,000,000 shall be made available 
for a Sustainable Communities Initiative to 
stimulate improved regional planning efforts 
that integrate housing and transportation 
decisions, and to challenge communities to 
reform zoning and land use ordinances: Pro-
vided, That $100,000,000 shall be for Regional 
Planning Grants to support the linking of 
transportation and land use planning: Pro-
vided further, That $40,000,000 shall be for 
Metropolitan Challenge Grants to foster re-
form and reduce barriers to achieve afford-
able, economically vital, and sustainable 
communities: Provided further, That up to 
$10,000,000 shall be for a joint Department of 
Housing and Urban Development and Depart-
ment of Transportation research effort that 
shall include a rigorous evaluation of the Re-
gional Planning Grants and Metropolitan 
Challenge Grants programs: Provided further, 
That of the amounts made available under 
this heading, $25,000,000 shall be made avail-
able for the Rural Innovation Fund to ad-
dress the problems of concentrated rural 
housing distress and community poverty: 
Provided further, That of the amounts made 
available under this heading, $25,000,000 shall 
be made available for the University Com-
munity Fund for grants to assist universities 
in revitalizing their surrounding commu-
nities, with special attention to Historically 
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Black Colleges and Universities, Tribal Col-
leges and Universities, Alaska Native/Native 
Hawaiian Institutions, and Hispanic-Serving 
Institutions: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall develop and publish guidelines 
for the use of such competitive funds includ-
ing, but not limited to, eligibility criteria, 
minimum grant amounts, and performance 
metrics. 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LOAN GUARANTEES 

PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
For the cost of guaranteed loans, $6,000,000, 

to remain available until September 30, 2011, 
as authorized by section 108 of the Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5308): Provided, That such costs, in-
cluding the cost of modifying such loans, 
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to sub-
sidize total loan principal, any part of which 
is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$275,000,000, notwithstanding any aggregate 
limitation on outstanding obligations guar-
anteed in section 108(k) of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974, as 
amended. 

BROWNFIELDS REDEVELOPMENT 
For competitive economic development 

grants, as authorized by section 108(q) of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974, as amended, for Brownfields redevelop-
ment projects, $25,000,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2011: Provided, That 
no funds made available under this heading 
may be used to establish loan loss reserves 
for the section 108 Community Development 
Loan Guarantee program. 

HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 
For the HOME investment partnerships 

program, as authorized under title II of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 12721 et 
seq.), $2,000,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2012: Provided, That funds pro-
vided in prior appropriations Acts for tech-
nical assistance, that were made available 
for Community Housing Development Orga-
nizations technical assistance, and that still 
remain available, may be used for HOME 
technical assistance notwithstanding the 
purposes for which such amounts were appro-
priated. 

SELF-HELP AND ASSISTED HOMEOWNERSHIP 
OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM 

For the Self-Help and Assisted Homeown-
ership Opportunity Program, as authorized 
under section 11 of the Housing Opportunity 
Program Extension Act of 1996, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 12805 note), $85,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2012: Provided, 
That of the total amount provided under this 
heading, $27,000,000 shall be made available 
to the Self-Help and Assisted Homeowner-
ship Opportunity Program as authorized 
under section 11 of the Housing Opportunity 
Program Extension Act of 1996, as amended: 
Provided further, That $53,000,000 shall be 
made available for the second, third and 
fourth capacity building activities author-
ized under section 4(a) of the HUD Dem-
onstration Act of 1993 (42 U.S.C. 9816 note), of 
which not less than $10,000,000 may be made 
available for rural capacity building activi-
ties: Provided further, That $5,000,000 shall be 
made available for capacity building activi-
ties as authorized in sections 6301 through 
6305 of Public Law 110–246. 

HOMELESS ASSISTANCE GRANTS 
For the emergency shelter grants program 

as authorized under subtitle B of title IV of 
the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance 
Act, as amended; the supportive housing pro-
gram as authorized under subtitle C of title 
IV of such Act; the section 8 moderate reha-

bilitation single room occupancy program as 
authorized under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended, to assist homeless 
individuals pursuant to section 441 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act; 
and the shelter plus care program as author-
ized under subtitle F of title IV of such Act, 
$1,850,000,000, of which $1,845,000,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2012, and 
of which $5,000,000 shall remain available 
until expended for rehabilitation projects 
with 10-year grant terms: Provided, That not 
less than 30 percent of funds made available, 
excluding amounts provided for renewals 
under the shelter plus care program shall be 
used for permanent housing for individuals 
and families: Provided further, That all funds 
awarded for services shall be matched by not 
less than 25 percent in funding by each 
grantee: Provided further, That for all match 
requirements applicable to funds made avail-
able under this heading for this fiscal year 
and prior years, a grantee may use (or could 
have used) as a source of match funds other 
funds administered by the Secretary and 
other Federal agencies unless there is (or 
was) a specific statutory prohibition on any 
such use of any such funds: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall renew on an annual 
basis expiring contracts or amendments to 
contracts funded under the shelter plus care 
program if the program is determined to be 
needed under the applicable continuum of 
care and meets appropriate program require-
ments and financial standards, as deter-
mined by the Secretary: Provided further, 
That all awards of assistance under this 
heading shall be required to coordinate and 
integrate homeless programs with other 
mainstream health, social services, and em-
ployment programs for which homeless popu-
lations may be eligible, including Medicaid, 
State Children’s Health Insurance Program, 
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families, 
Food Stamps, and services funding through 
the Mental Health and Substance Abuse 
Block Grant, Workforce Investment Act, and 
the Welfare-to-Work grant program: Provided 
further, That up to $8,000,000 of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading shall be avail-
able for the national homeless data analysis 
project and technical assistance: Provided 
further, That all balances for Shelter Plus 
Care renewals previously funded from the 
Shelter Plus Care Renewal account and 
transferred to this account shall be avail-
able, if recaptured, for Shelter Plus Care re-
newals in fiscal year 2010. 

HOUSING PROGRAMS 
PROJECT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 

For activities and assistance for the provi-
sion of project-based subsidy contracts under 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437 et seq.) (‘‘the Act’’), not other-
wise provided for, $8,306,328,000, to remain 
available until expended, shall be available 
on October 1, 2009, and $393,672,000, to remain 
available until expended, shall be available 
on October 1, 2010: Provided, That the 
amounts made available under this heading 
are provided as follows: 

(1) Up to $8,474,328,000 shall be available for 
expiring or terminating section 8 project- 
based subsidy contracts (including section 8 
moderate rehabilitation contracts), for 
amendments to section 8 project-based sub-
sidy contracts (including section 8 moderate 
rehabilitation contracts), for contracts en-
tered into pursuant to section 441 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 11401), for renewal of section 8 con-
tracts for units in projects that are subject 
to approved plans of action under the Emer-
gency Low Income Housing Preservation Act 
of 1987 or the Low-Income Housing Preserva-
tion and Resident Homeownership Act of 
1990, and for administrative and other ex-

penses associated with project-based activi-
ties and assistance funded under this para-
graph. 

(2) Not less than $232,000,000 but not to ex-
ceed $258,000,000 shall be available for per-
formance-based contract administrators for 
section 8 project-based assistance: Provided, 
That the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development may also use such amounts for 
performance-based contract administrators 
for the administration of: interest reduction 
payments pursuant to section 236(a) of the 
National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–1(a)); 
rent supplement payments pursuant to sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s); section 
236(f)(2) rental assistance payments (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–1(f)(2)); project rental assistance 
contracts for the elderly under section 
202(c)(2) of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 
1701q(c)(2)); project rental assistance con-
tracts for supportive housing for persons 
with disabilities under section 811(d)(2) of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013(d)(2)); project as-
sistance contracts pursuant to section 202(h) 
of the Housing Act of 1959 (Public Law 86–372; 
73 Stat. 667); and loans under section 202 of 
the Housing Act of 1959 (Public Law 86–372; 73 
Stat. 667). 

(3) Amounts recaptured under this heading, 
the heading ‘‘Annual Contributions for As-
sisted Housing’’, or the heading ‘‘Housing 
Certificate Fund’’ may be used for renewals 
of or amendments to section 8 project-based 
contracts or for performance-based contract 
administrators, notwithstanding the pur-
poses for which such amounts were appro-
priated. 

HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY 
For capital advances, including amend-

ments to capital advance contracts, for hous-
ing for the elderly, as authorized by section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 
1701(q)), as amended, and for project rental 
assistance for the elderly under section 
202(c)(2) of such Act, including amendments 
to contracts for such assistance and renewal 
of expiring contracts for such assistance for 
up to a 1-year term, and for supportive serv-
ices associated with the housing, 
$1,000,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2013, of which up to $872,000,000 
shall be for capital advance and project- 
based rental assistance awards: Provided, 
That, of the amount provided under this 
heading, up to $90,000,000 shall be for service 
coordinators and the continuation of exist-
ing congregate service grants for residents of 
assisted housing projects, and of which up to 
$25,000,000 shall be for grants under section 
202b of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 
1701q–2) for conversion of eligible projects 
under such section to assisted living or re-
lated use and for substantial and emergency 
capital repairs as determined by the Sec-
retary: Provided further, That of the amount 
made available under this heading, $20,000,000 
shall be available to the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development only for making 
competitive grants to private nonprofit orga-
nizations and consumer cooperatives for cov-
ering costs of architectural and engineering 
work, site control, and other planning relat-
ing to the development of supportive housing 
for the elderly that is eligible for assistance 
under section 202 of the Housing Act of 1959 
(12 U.S.C. 1701q): Provided further, That 
amounts under this heading shall be avail-
able for Real Estate Assessment Center in-
spections and inspection-related activities 
associated with section 202 capital advance 
projects: Provided further, That up to 
$2,000,000 of the total amount made available 
under this heading shall be for technical as-
sistance to improve grant applications and 
to facilitate the development of housing for 
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the elderly under section 202 of the Housing 
Act of 1959, and supportive housing for per-
sons with disabilities under section 811 of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary may waive the provisions of section 
202 governing the terms and conditions of 
project rental assistance, except that the ini-
tial contract term for such assistance shall 
not exceed 5 years in duration. 

HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 
For capital advance contracts, including 

amendments to capital advance contracts, 
for supportive housing for persons with dis-
abilities, as authorized by section 811 of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013), for project rent-
al assistance for supportive housing for per-
sons with disabilities under section 811(d)(2) 
of such Act, including amendments to con-
tracts for such assistance and renewal of ex-
piring contracts for such assistance for up to 
a 1-year term, and for supportive services as-
sociated with the housing for persons with 
disabilities as authorized by section 811(b)(1) 
of such Act, and for tenant-based rental as-
sistance contracts entered into pursuant to 
section 811 of such Act, $350,000,000, of which 
up to $214,000,000 shall be for capital ad-
vances and project-based rental assistance 
contracts, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2013: Provided further, That, of the 
amount provided under this heading, 
$87,100,000 shall be for amendments or re-
newal of tenant-based assistance contracts 
entered into prior to fiscal year 2005 (only 
one amendment authorized for any such con-
tract): Provided further, That all tenant- 
based assistance made available under this 
heading shall continue to remain available 
only to persons with disabilities: Provided 
further, That the Secretary may waive the 
provisions of section 811 governing the terms 
and conditions of project rental assistance 
and tenant-based assistance, except that the 
initial contract term for such assistance 
shall not exceed 5 years in duration: Provided 
further, That amounts made available under 
this heading shall be available for Real Es-
tate Assessment Center inspections and in-
spection-related activities associated with 
section 811 Capital Advance Projects. 

HOUSING COUNSELING ASSISTANCE 
For contracts, grants, and other assistance 

excluding loans, as authorized under section 
106 of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968, as amended (12 U.S.C. 1701(x)), 
$70,000,000, including up to $2,500,000 for ad-
ministrative contract services, to remain 
available until September 30, 2011: Provided, 
That funds shall be used for providing coun-
seling and advice to tenants and home-
owners, both current and prospective, with 
respect to property maintenance, financial 
management/literacy, and such other mat-
ters as may be appropriate to assist them in 
improving their housing conditions, meeting 
their financial needs, and fulfilling the re-
sponsibilities of tenancy or homeownership; 
for program administration; and for housing 
counselor training. 

ENERGY INNOVATION FUND 
For an Energy Innovation Fund to enable 

the Federal Housing Administration and the 
new Office of Sustainability to catalyze in-
novations in the residential energy effi-
ciency sector that have promise of 
replicability and help create a standardized 
home energy efficient retrofit market, 
$50,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2013: Provided, That $25,000,000 
shall be for the Energy Efficient Mortgage 
Innovation pilot program, directed at the 
single family housing market: Provided fur-
ther, That $25,000,000 shall be for the Multi-
family Energy Pilot, directed at the multi-
family housing market. 

OTHER ASSISTED HOUSING PROGRAMS 
RENTAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 

For amendments to contracts under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 
236(f)(2) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–1) in State-aided, non-insured 
rental housing projects, $40,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

RENT SUPPLEMENT 
(RESCISSION) 

Of the amounts recaptured from termi-
nated contracts under section 101 of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 1965 
(12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 236 of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–1) 
$27,600,000 are rescinded. 

PAYMENT TO MANUFACTURED HOUSING FEES 
TRUST FUND 

For necessary expenses as authorized by 
the National Manufactured Housing Con-
struction and Safety Standards Act of 1974 
(42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.), up to $16,000,000, to re-
main available until expended, of which 
$7,000,000 is to be derived from the Manufac-
tured Housing Fees Trust Fund: Provided, 
That not to exceed the total amount appro-
priated under this heading shall be available 
from the general fund of the Treasury to the 
extent necessary to incur obligations and 
make expenditures pending the receipt of 
collections to the Fund pursuant to section 
620 of such Act: Provided further, That the 
amount made available under this heading 
from the general fund shall be reduced as 
such collections are received during fiscal 
year 2010 so as to result in a final fiscal year 
2010 appropriation from the general fund es-
timated at not more than $9,000,000 and fees 
pursuant to such section 620 shall be modi-
fied as necessary to ensure such a final fiscal 
year 2010 appropriation: Provided further, 
That for the dispute resolution and installa-
tion programs, the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development may assess and collect 
fees from any program participant: Provided 
further, That such collections shall be depos-
ited into the Fund, and the Secretary, as 
provided herein, may use such collections, as 
well as fees collected under section 620, for 
necessary expenses of such Act: Provided fur-
ther, That notwithstanding the requirements 
of section 620 of such Act, the Secretary may 
carry out responsibilities of the Secretary 
under such Act through the use of approved 
service providers that are paid directly by 
the recipients of their services. 

FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 
MUTUAL MORTGAGE INSURANCE PROGRAM 

ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

During fiscal year 2010, commitments to 
guarantee single family loans insured under 
the Mutual Mortgage Insurance Fund shall 
not exceed a loan principal of $400,000,000,000: 
Provided, That for new loans guaranteed pur-
suant to section 255 of the National Housing 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–20), the Secretary shall 
adjust the factors used to calculate the prin-
cipal limit (as such term is defined in HUD 
Handbook 4235.1) that were assumed in the 
President’s Budget Request for 2010 for such 
loans, as necessary to ensure that the pro-
gram operates at a net zero subsidy rate, ex-
cept that no principal limit factor may be 
reduced below 60: Provided further, That dur-
ing fiscal year 2010, obligations to make di-
rect loans to carry out the purposes of sec-
tion 204(g) of the National Housing Act, as 
amended, shall not exceed $50,000,000: Pro-
vided further, That the foregoing amount 
shall be for loans to nonprofit and govern-
mental entities in connection with sales of 
single family real properties owned by the 
Secretary and formerly insured under the 

Mutual Mortgage Insurance Fund. For ad-
ministrative contract expenses of the Fed-
eral Housing Administration, $188,900,000, of 
which up to $70,794,000 may be transferred to 
the Working Capital Fund, and of which up 
to $7,500,000 shall be for education and out-
reach of FHA single family loan products: 
Provided further, That to the extent guaran-
teed loan commitments exceed 
$200,000,000,000 on or before April 1, 2010, an 
additional $1,400 for administrative contract 
expenses shall be available for each $1,000,000 
in additional guaranteed loan commitments 
(including a pro rata amount for any amount 
below $1,000,000), but in no case shall funds 
made available by this proviso exceed 
$30,000,000. 

GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au-
thorized by sections 238 and 519 of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–3 and 
1735c), including the cost of loan guarantee 
modifications, as that term is defined in sec-
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, as amended, $8,600,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That commit-
ments to guarantee loans shall not exceed 
$15,000,000,000 in total loan principal, any 
part of which is to be guaranteed. 

Gross obligations for the principal amount 
of direct loans, as authorized by sections 
204(g), 207(l), 238, and 519(a) of the National 
Housing Act, shall not exceed $20,000,000, 
which shall be for loans to nonprofit and 
governmental entities in connection with 
the sale of single-family real properties 
owned by the Secretary and formerly insured 
under such Act. 

GOVERNMENT NATIONAL MORTGAGE 
ASSOCIATION 

GUARANTEES OF MORTGAGE-BACKED SECURITIES 
LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

New commitments to issue guarantees to 
carry out the purposes of section 306 of the 
National Housing Act, as amended (12 U.S.C. 
1721(g)), shall not exceed $500,000,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2011. 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 

For contracts, grants, and necessary ex-
penses of programs of research and studies 
relating to housing and urban problems, not 
otherwise provided for, as authorized by title 
V of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1970 (12 U.S.C. 1701z–1 et seq.), includ-
ing carrying out the functions of the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
under section 1(a)(1)(i) of Reorganization 
Plan No. 2 of 1968, $50,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2011. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 

FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES 

For contracts, grants, and other assist-
ance, not otherwise provided for, as author-
ized by title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 
1968, as amended by the Fair Housing 
Amendments Act of 1988, and section 561 of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1987, as amended, $72,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2011, of which 
$42,500,000 shall be to carry out activities 
pursuant to such section 561: Provided, That 
notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, the Secretary 
may assess and collect fees to cover the costs 
of the Fair Housing Training Academy, and 
may use such funds to provide such training: 
Provided further, That no funds made avail-
able under this heading shall be used to 
lobby the executive or legislative branches 
of the Federal Government in connection 
with a specific contract, grant or loan. 
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OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL AND 

HEALTHY HOMES 
LEAD HAZARD REDUCTION 

For the Lead Hazard Reduction Program, 
as authorized by section 1011 of the Residen-
tial Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act 
of 1992, $140,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2011, of which not less than 
$20,000,000 shall be for the Healthy Homes 
Initiative, pursuant to sections 501 and 502 of 
the Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1970 that shall include research, studies, 
testing, and demonstration efforts, including 
education and outreach concerning lead- 
based paint poisoning and other housing-re-
lated diseases and hazards: Provided, That for 
purposes of environmental review, pursuant 
to the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and other provi-
sions of the law that further the purposes of 
such Act, a grant under the Healthy Homes 
Initiative, Operation Lead Elimination Ac-
tion Plan (LEAP), or the Lead Technical 
Studies program under this heading or under 
prior appropriations Acts for such purposes 
under this heading, shall be considered to be 
funds for a special project for purposes of 
section 305(c) of the Multifamily Housing 
Property Disposition Reform Act of 1994: 
Provided further, That amounts made avail-
able under this heading in this or prior ap-
propriations Acts, and that still remain 
available, may be used for any purpose under 
this heading notwithstanding the purpose for 
which such amounts were appropriated if a 
program competition is undersubscribed and 
there are other program competitions under 
this heading that are oversubscribed. 

MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For additional capital for the Working 

Capital Fund (42 U.S.C. 3535) for the mainte-
nance of infrastructure for Department-wide 
information technology systems, for the con-
tinuing operation and maintenance of both 
Department-wide and program-specific infor-
mation systems, and for program-related 
maintenance activities, $200,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2011: Pro-
vided, That any amounts transferred to this 
Fund under this Act shall remain available 
until expended: Provided further, That any 
amounts transferred to this Fund from 
amounts appropriated by previously enacted 
appropriations Acts or from within this Act 
may be used only for the purposes specified 
under this Fund, in addition to the purposes 
for which such amounts were appropriated: 
Provided further, That up to $15,000,000 may 
be transferred to this account from all other 
accounts in this title (except for the Office of 
the Inspector General account) that make 
funds available for salaries and expenses. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 

Office of Inspector General in carrying out 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amend-
ed, $120,000,000: Provided, That the Inspector 
General shall have independent authority 
over all personnel issues within this office. 

TRANSFORMATION INITIATIVE 
For necessary expenses for combating 

mortgage fraud, $20,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended. 

In addition, of the amounts made available 
in this Act under each of the following head-
ings under this title, the Secretary may 
transfer to, and merge with, this account up 
to 1 percent from each such account, and 
such transferred amounts shall be available 
until September 30, 2012, for (1) research, 
evaluation, and program metrics; (2) pro-
gram demonstrations; (3) technical assist-
ance and capacity building; and (4) informa-

tion technology: ‘‘Public Housing Capital 
Fund,’’ ‘‘Energy Innovation Fund,’’ ‘‘Native 
American Housing Block Grants,’’ ‘‘Native 
Hawaiian Housing Block Grants,’’ ‘‘Revital-
ization of Severely Distressed Public Hous-
ing,’’ ‘‘Brownfields Redevelopment,’’ ‘‘Sec-
tion 108 Loan Guarantees,’’ ‘‘Housing Oppor-
tunities for Persons With AIDS,’’ ‘‘Commu-
nity Development Fund,’’ ‘‘HOME Invest-
ment Partnerships Program,’’ ‘‘Self-Help and 
Assisted Homeownership Opportunity Pro-
gram,’’ ‘‘Homeless Assistance Grants,’’ 
‘‘Housing for the Elderly,’’ ‘‘Housing for Per-
sons With Disabilities,’’ ‘‘Housing Coun-
seling Assistance,’’ ‘‘Payment to Manufac-
tured Housing Fees Trust Fund,’’ ‘‘Mutual 
Mortgage Insurance Program Account,’’ 
‘‘General and Special Risk Program Ac-
count,’’ ‘‘Research and Technology,’’ ‘‘Lead 
Hazard Reduction,’’ ‘‘Rental Housing Assist-
ance,’’ and ‘‘Fair Housing Activities’’: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary shall fund each of 
the four general purposes specified above at 
not less than 10 percent, and not more than 
50 percent, of the aggregate transferred 
amount. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

SEC. 201. Fifty percent of the amounts of 
budget authority, or in lieu thereof 50 per-
cent of the cash amounts associated with 
such budget authority, that are recaptured 
from projects described in section 1012(a) of 
the Stewart B. McKinney Homeless Assist-
ance Amendments Act of 1988 (42 U.S.C. 1437 
note) shall be rescinded or in the case of 
cash, shall be remitted to the Treasury, and 
such amounts of budget authority or cash re-
captured and not rescinded or remitted to 
the Treasury shall be used by State housing 
finance agencies or local governments or 
local housing agencies with projects ap-
proved by the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development for which settlement oc-
curred after January 1, 1992, in accordance 
with such section. Notwithstanding the pre-
vious sentence, the Secretary may award up 
to 15 percent of the budget authority or cash 
recaptured and not rescinded or remitted to 
the Treasury to provide project owners with 
incentives to refinance their project at a 
lower interest rate. 

SEC. 202. None of the amounts made avail-
able under this Act may be used during fiscal 
year 2010 to investigate or prosecute under 
the Fair Housing Act any otherwise lawful 
activity engaged in by one or more persons, 
including the filing or maintaining of a non- 
frivolous legal action, that is engaged in 
solely for the purpose of achieving or pre-
venting action by a Government official or 
entity, or a court of competent jurisdiction. 

SEC. 203. (a) Notwithstanding section 
854(c)(1)(A) of the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)(1)(A)), from any 
amounts made available under this title for 
fiscal year 2010 that are allocated under such 
section, the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development shall allocate and make a 
grant, in the amount determined under sub-
section (b), for any State that— 

(1) received an allocation in a prior fiscal 
year under clause (ii) of such section; and 

(2) is not otherwise eligible for an alloca-
tion for fiscal year 2010 under such clause (ii) 
because the areas in the State outside of the 
metropolitan statistical areas that qualify 
under clause (i) in fiscal year 2010 do not 
have the number of cases of acquired im-
munodeficiency syndrome (AIDS) required 
under such clause. 

(b) The amount of the allocation and grant 
for any State described in subsection (a) 
shall be an amount based on the cumulative 
number of AIDS cases in the areas of that 
State that are outside of metropolitan sta-
tistical areas that qualify under clause (i) of 

such section 854(c)(1)(A) in fiscal year 2010, in 
proportion to AIDS cases among cities and 
States that qualify under clauses (i) and (ii) 
of such section and States deemed eligible 
under subsection (a). 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the amount allocated for fiscal year 2010 
under section 854(c) of the AIDS Housing Op-
portunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)), to the City 
of New York, New York, on behalf of the New 
York-Wayne-White Plains, New York-New 
Jersey Metropolitan Division (hereafter 
‘‘metropolitan division’’) of the New York- 
Newark-Edison, NY-NJ-PA Metropolitan 
Statistical Area, shall be adjusted by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment by: (1) allocating to the City of Jersey 
City, New Jersey, the proportion of the met-
ropolitan area’s or division’s amount that is 
based on the number of cases of AIDS re-
ported in the portion of the metropolitan 
area or division that is located in Hudson 
County, New Jersey, and adjusting for the 
proportion of the metropolitan division’s 
high incidence bonus if this area in New Jer-
sey also has a higher than average per capita 
incidence of AIDS; and (2) allocating to the 
City of Paterson, New Jersey, the proportion 
of the metropolitan area’s or division’s 
amount that is based on the number of cases 
of AIDS reported in the portion of the metro-
politan area or division that is located in 
Bergen County and Passaic County, New Jer-
sey, and adjusting for the proportion of the 
metropolitan division’s high incidence bonus 
if this area in New Jersey also has a higher 
than average per capita incidence of AIDS. 
The recipient cities shall use amounts allo-
cated under this subsection to carry out eli-
gible activities under section 855 of the AIDS 
Housing Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12904) in 
their respective portions of the metropolitan 
division that is located in New Jersey. 

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the amount allocated for fiscal year 2010 
under section 854(c) of the AIDS Housing Op-
portunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)) to areas 
with a higher than average per capita inci-
dence of AIDS, shall be adjusted by the Sec-
retary on the basis of area incidence re-
ported over a 3 year period. 

SEC. 204. Except as explicitly provided in 
law, any grant, cooperative agreement or 
other assistance made pursuant to title II of 
this Act shall be made on a competitive basis 
and in accordance with section 102 of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
Reform Act of 1989 (42 U.S.C. 3545). 

SEC. 205. Funds of the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development subject to the 
Government Corporation Control Act or sec-
tion 402 of the Housing Act of 1950 shall be 
available, without regard to the limitations 
on administrative expenses, for legal serv-
ices on a contract or fee basis, and for uti-
lizing and making payment for services and 
facilities of the Federal National Mortgage 
Association, Government National Mortgage 
Association, Federal Home Loan Mortgage 
Corporation, Federal Financing Bank, Fed-
eral Reserve banks or any member thereof, 
Federal Home Loan banks, and any insured 
bank within the meaning of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation Act, as amended 
(12 U.S.C. 1811–1). 

SEC. 206. Unless otherwise provided for in 
this Act or through a reprogramming of 
funds, no part of any appropriation for the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment shall be available for any program, 
project or activity in excess of amounts set 
forth in the budget estimates submitted to 
Congress. 

SEC. 207. Corporations and agencies of the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment which are subject to the Government 
Corporation Control Act, are hereby author-
ized to make such expenditures, within the 
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limits of funds and borrowing authority 
available to each such corporation or agency 
and in accordance with law, and to make 
such contracts and commitments without re-
gard to fiscal year limitations as provided by 
section 104 of such Act as may be necessary 
in carrying out the programs set forth in the 
budget for 2010 for such corporation or agen-
cy except as hereinafter provided: Provided, 
That collections of these corporations and 
agencies may be used for new loan or mort-
gage purchase commitments only to the ex-
tent expressly provided for in this Act (un-
less such loans are in support of other forms 
of assistance provided for in this or prior ap-
propriations Acts), except that this proviso 
shall not apply to the mortgage insurance or 
guaranty operations of these corporations, 
or where loans or mortgage purchases are 
necessary to protect the financial interest of 
the United States Government. 

SEC. 208. None of the funds provided in this 
title for technical assistance, training, or 
management improvements may be obli-
gated or expended unless the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development provides to 
the Committees on Appropriations a descrip-
tion of each proposed activity and a detailed 
budget estimate of the costs associated with 
each program, project or activity as part of 
the Budget Justifications. For fiscal year 
2010, the Secretary shall transmit this infor-
mation to the Committees by November 15, 
2009 for 30 days of review. 

SEC. 209. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall provide quarterly 
reports to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations regarding all uncommit-
ted, unobligated, recaptured and excess funds 
in each program and activity within the ju-
risdiction of the Department and shall sub-
mit additional, updated budget information 
to these Committees upon request. 

SEC. 210. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the amount allocated for 
fiscal year 2010 under section 854(c) of the 
AIDS Housing Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 
12903(c)), to the City of Wilmington, Dela-
ware, on behalf of the Wilmington, Delaware- 
Maryland-New Jersey Metropolitan Division 
(hereafter ‘‘metropolitan division’’), shall be 
adjusted by the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development by allocating to the 
State of New Jersey the proportion of the 
metropolitan division’s amount that is based 
on the number of cases of AIDS reported in 
the portion of the metropolitan division that 
is located in New Jersey, and adjusting for 
the proportion of the metropolitan division’s 
high incidence bonus if this area in New Jer-
sey also has a higher than average per capita 
incidence of AIDS. The State of New Jersey 
shall use amounts allocated to the State 
under this subsection to carry out eligible 
activities under section 855 of the AIDS 
Housing Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12904) in 
the portion of the metropolitan division that 
is located in New Jersey. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment shall allocate to Wake County, 
North Carolina, the amounts that otherwise 
would be allocated for fiscal year 2010 under 
section 854(c) of the AIDS Housing Oppor-
tunity Act (42 U.S.C. 12903(c)) to the City of 
Raleigh, North Carolina, on behalf of the Ra-
leigh-Cary, North Carolina Metropolitan 
Statistical Area. Any amounts allocated to 
Wake County shall be used to carry out eligi-
ble activities under section 855 of such Act 
(42 U.S.C. 12904) within such metropolitan 
statistical area. 

(c) Notwithstanding section 854(c) of the 
AIDS Housing Opportunity Act (42 U.S.C. 
12903(c)), the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development may adjust the allocation of 
the amounts that otherwise would be allo-
cated for fiscal year 2010 under section 854(c) 

of such Act, upon the written request of an 
applicant, in conjunction with the State(s), 
for a formula allocation on behalf of a met-
ropolitan statistical area, to designate the 
State or States in which the metropolitan 
statistical area is located as the eligible 
grantee(s) of the allocation. In the case that 
a metropolitan statistical area involves 
more than one State, such amounts allo-
cated to each State shall be in proportion to 
the number of cases of AIDS reported in the 
portion of the metropolitan statistical area 
located in that State. Any amounts allo-
cated to a State under this section shall be 
used to carry out eligible activities within 
the portion of the metropolitan statistical 
area located in that State. 

SEC. 211. The President’s formal budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2010, as well as the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment’s congressional budget justifications to 
be submitted to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, shall use the identical ac-
count and sub-account structure provided 
under this Act. 

SEC. 212. A public housing agency or such 
other entity that administers Federal hous-
ing assistance for the Housing Authority of 
the county of Los Angeles, California, the 
States of Alaska, Iowa, and Mississippi shall 
not be required to include a resident of pub-
lic housing or a recipient of assistance pro-
vided under section 8 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 on the board of directors 
or a similar governing board of such agency 
or entity as required under section (2)(b) of 
such Act. Each public housing agency or 
other entity that administers Federal hous-
ing assistance under section 8 for the Hous-
ing Authority of the county of Los Angeles, 
California and the States of Alaska, Iowa 
and Mississippi that chooses not to include a 
resident of Public Housing or a recipient of 
section 8 assistance on the board of directors 
or a similar governing board shall establish 
an advisory board of not less than six resi-
dents of public housing or recipients of sec-
tion 8 assistance to provide advice and com-
ment to the public housing agency or other 
administering entity on issues related to 
public housing and section 8. Such advisory 
board shall meet not less than quarterly. 

SEC. 213. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, subject to the conditions 
listed in subsection (b), for fiscal years 2008 
and 2009, the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development may authorize the transfer of 
some or all project-based assistance, debt 
and statutorily required low-income and 
very low-income use restrictions, associated 
with one or more multifamily housing 
project to another multifamily housing 
project or projects. 

(b) The transfer authorized in subsection 
(a) is subject to the following conditions: 

(1) The number of low-income and very 
low-income units and the net dollar amount 
of Federal assistance provided by the trans-
ferring project shall remain the same in the 
receiving project or projects. 

(2) The transferring project shall, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, be either physically 
obsolete or economically non-viable. 

(3) The receiving project or projects shall 
meet or exceed applicable physical standards 
established by the Secretary. 

(4) The owner or mortgagor of the transfer-
ring project shall notify and consult with the 
tenants residing in the transferring project 
and provide a certification of approval by all 
appropriate local governmental officials. 

(5) The tenants of the transferring project 
who remain eligible for assistance to be pro-
vided by the receiving project or projects 
shall not be required to vacate their units in 
the transferring project or projects until new 
units in the receiving project are available 
for occupancy. 

(6) The Secretary determines that this 
transfer is in the best interest of the tenants. 

(7) If either the transferring project or the 
receiving project or projects meets the con-
dition specified in subsection (c)(2)(A), any 
lien on the receiving project resulting from 
additional financing obtained by the owner 
shall be subordinate to any FHA-insured 
mortgage lien transferred to, or placed on, 
such project by the Secretary. 

(8) If the transferring project meets the re-
quirements of subsection (c)(2)(E), the owner 
or mortgagor of the receiving project or 
projects shall execute and record either a 
continuation of the existing use agreement 
or a new use agreement for the project 
where, in either case, any use restrictions in 
such agreement are of no lesser duration 
than the existing use restrictions. 

(9) Any financial risk to the FHA General 
and Special Risk Insurance Fund, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, would be reduced as 
a result of a transfer completed under this 
section. 

(10) The Secretary determines that Federal 
liability with regard to this project will not 
be increased. 

(c) For purposes of this section— 
(1) the terms ‘‘low-income’’ and ‘‘very low- 

income’’ shall have the meanings provided 
by the statute and/or regulations governing 
the program under which the project is in-
sured or assisted; 

(2) the term ‘‘multifamily housing project’’ 
means housing that meets one of the fol-
lowing conditions— 

(A) housing that is subject to a mortgage 
insured under the National Housing Act; 

(B) housing that has project-based assist-
ance attached to the structure including 
projects undergoing mark to market debt re-
structuring under the Multifamily Assisted 
Housing Reform and Affordability Housing 
Act; 

(C) housing that is assisted under section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959 as amended by 
section 801 of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act; 

(D) housing that is assisted under section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959, as such sec-
tion existed before the enactment of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act; or 

(E) housing or vacant land that is subject 
to a use agreement; 

(3) the term ‘‘project-based assistance’’ 
means— 

(A) assistance provided under section 8(b) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937; 

(B) assistance for housing constructed or 
substantially rehabilitated pursuant to as-
sistance provided under section 8(b)(2) of 
such Act (as such section existed imme-
diately before October 1, 1983); 

(C) rent supplement payments under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965; 

(D) interest reduction payments under sec-
tion 236 and/or additional assistance pay-
ments under section 236(f)(2) of the National 
Housing Act; and 

(E) assistance payments made under sec-
tion 202(c)(2) of the Housing Act of 1959; 

(4) the term ‘‘receiving project or projects’’ 
means the multifamily housing project or 
projects to which some or all of the project- 
based assistance, debt, and statutorily re-
quired use low-income and very low-income 
restrictions are to be transferred; 

(5) the term ‘‘transferring project’’ means 
the multifamily housing project which is 
transferring some or all of the project-based 
assistance, debt and the statutorily required 
low-income and very low-income use restric-
tions to the receiving project or projects; 
and 

(6) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development. 
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SEC. 214. The funds made available for Na-

tive Alaskans under the heading ‘‘Native 
American Housing Block Grants’’ in title II 
of this Act shall be allocated to the same Na-
tive Alaskan housing block grant recipients 
that received funds in fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 215. No funds provided under this title 
may be used for an audit of the Government 
National Mortgage Association that makes 
applicable requirements under the Federal 
Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661 et 
seq.). 

SEC. 216. (a) No assistance shall be provided 
under section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f) to any individual 
who— 

(1) is enrolled as a student at an institu-
tion of higher education (as defined under 
section 102 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)); 

(2) is under 24 years of age; 
(3) is not a veteran; 
(4) is unmarried; 
(5) does not have a dependent child; 
(6) is not a person with disabilities, as such 

term is defined in section 3(b)(3)(E) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437a(b)(3)(E)) and was not receiving assist-
ance under such section 8 as of November 30, 
2005; and 

(7) is not otherwise individually eligible, or 
has parents who, individually or jointly, are 
not eligible, to receive assistance under sec-
tion 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f). 

(b) For purposes of determining the eligi-
bility of a person to receive assistance under 
section 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f), any financial assistance 
(in excess of amounts received for tuition) 
that an individual receives under the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.), 
from private sources, or an institution of 
higher education (as defined under the High-
er Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)), 
shall be considered income to that indi-
vidual, except for a person over the age of 23 
with dependent children. 

SEC. 217. Notwithstanding the limitation in 
the first sentence of section 255(g) of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z—20(g)), 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment may, until September 30, 2010, insure 
and enter into commitments to insure mort-
gages under section 255 of the National Hous-
ing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z—20). 

SEC. 218. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, in fiscal year 2010, in managing 
and disposing of any multifamily property 
that is owned or has a mortgage held by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, the Secretary shall maintain any rent-
al assistance payments under section 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 and other 
programs that are attached to any dwelling 
units in the property. To the extent the Sec-
retary determines, in consultation with the 
tenants and the local government, that such 
a multifamily property owned or held by the 
Secretary is not feasible for continued rental 
assistance payments under such section 8 or 
other programs, based on consideration of (1) 
the costs of rehabilitating and operating the 
property and all available Federal, State, 
and local resources, including rent adjust-
ments under section 524 of the Multifamily 
Assisted Housing Reform and Affordability 
Act of 1997 (‘‘MAHRAA’’) and (2) environ-
mental conditions that cannot be remedied 
in a cost-effective fashion, the Secretary 
may, in consultation with the tenants of 
that property, contract for project-based 
rental assistance payments with an owner or 
owners of other existing housing properties, 
or provide other rental assistance. The Sec-
retary shall also take appropriate steps to 
ensure that project-based contracts remain 
in effect prior to foreclosure, subject to the 

exercise of contractual abatement remedies 
to assist relocation of tenants for imminent 
major threats to health and safety. After dis-
position of any multifamily property de-
scribed under this section, the contract and 
allowable rent levels on such properties shall 
be subject to the requirements under section 
524 of MAHRAA. 

SEC. 219. During fiscal year 2010, in the pro-
vision of rental assistance under section 8(o) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437f(o)) in connection with a program 
to demonstrate the economy and effective-
ness of providing such assistance for use in 
assisted living facilities that is carried out 
in the counties of the State of Michigan not-
withstanding paragraphs (3) and (18)(B)(iii) 
of such section 8(o), a family residing in an 
assisted living facility in any such county, 
on behalf of which a public housing agency 
provides assistance pursuant to section 
8(o)(18) of such Act, may be required, at the 
time the family initially receives such as-
sistance, to pay rent in an amount exceeding 
40 percent of the monthly adjusted income of 
the family by such a percentage or amount 
as the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment determines to be appropriate. 

SEC. 220. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall report quarterly to 
the House of Representatives and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations on HUD’s use 
of all sole source contracts, including terms 
of the contracts, cost, and a substantive ra-
tionale for using a sole source contract. 

SEC. 221. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the recipient of a grant under 
section 202b of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 
U.S.C. 1701q—z) after December 26, 2000, in 
accordance with the unnumbered paragraph 
at the end of section 202(b) of such Act, may, 
at its option, establish a single-asset non-
profit entity to own the project and may 
lend the grant funds to such entity, which 
may be a private nonprofit organization de-
scribed in section 831 of the American Home-
ownership and Economic Opportunity Act of 
2000. 

SEC. 222. (a) The amounts provided under 
the subheading ‘‘Program Account’’ under 
the heading ‘‘Community Development Loan 
Guarantees’’ may be used to guarantee, or 
make commitments to guarantee, notes, or 
other obligations issued by any State on be-
half of non-entitlement communities in the 
State in accordance with the requirements of 
section 108 of the Housing and Community 
Development Act of 1974: Provided, That, any 
State receiving such a guarantee or commit-
ment shall distribute all funds subject to 
such guarantee to the units of general local 
government in non-entitlement areas that 
received the commitment. 

(b) Not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development shall pro-
mulgate regulations governing the adminis-
tration of the funds described under sub-
section (a). 

SEC. 223. Section 24 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437v) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (m)(1), by striking ‘‘fiscal 
year’’ and all that follows through the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘fiscal year 2010.’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (o), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember’’ and all that follows through the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘September 30, 
2010.’’. 

SEC. 224. Public housing agencies that own 
and operate 400 or fewer public housing units 
may elect to be exempt from any asset man-
agement requirement imposed by the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development in 
connection with the operating fund rule: Pro-
vided, That an agency seeking a discontinu-
ance of a reduction of subsidy under the op-

erating fund formula shall not be exempt 
from asset management requirements. 

SEC. 225. With respect to the use of 
amounts provided in this Act and in future 
Acts for the operation, capital improvement 
and management of public housing as au-
thorized by sections 9(d) and 9(e) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437g(d) and (e)), the Secretary shall not im-
pose any requirement or guideline relating 
to asset management that restricts or limits 
in any way the use of capital funds for cen-
tral office costs pursuant to section 9(g)(1) or 
9(g)(2) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g(g)(1), (2)): Provided, how-
ever, that a public housing agency may not 
use capital funds authorized under section 
9(d) for activities that are eligible under sec-
tion 9(e) for assistance with amounts from 
the operating fund in excess of the amounts 
permitted under section 9(g)(1) or 9(g)(2). 

SEC. 226. No official or employee of the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
shall be designated as an allotment holder 
unless the Office of the Chief Financial Offi-
cer has determined that such allotment hold-
er has implemented an adequate system of 
funds control and has received training in 
funds control procedures and directives. The 
Chief Financial Officer shall ensure that, not 
later than 90 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, there is a trained allot-
ment holder for each HUD subaccount under 
the headings ‘‘Executive Direction’’ and 
‘‘Administration, Operations, and Manage-
ment’’ as well as each account receiving ap-
propriations for ‘‘personnel compensation 
and benefits’’ within the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development. 

SEC. 227. Payment of attorney fees in pro-
gram-related litigation must be paid from 
individual program office personnel benefits 
and compensation funding. The annual budg-
et submission for program office personnel 
benefit and compensation funding must in-
clude program-related litigation costs for at-
torney fees as a separate line item request. 

SEC. 228. The Secretary of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development shall for 
Fiscal Year 2010 and subsequent fiscal years, 
notify the public through the Federal Reg-
ister and other means, as determined appro-
priate, of the issuance of a notice of the 
availability of assistance or notice of fund-
ing availability (NOFA) for any program or 
discretionary fund administered by the Sec-
retary that is to be competitively awarded. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
for Fiscal Year 2010 and subsequent fiscal 
years, the Secretary may make the NOFA 
available only on the Internet at the appro-
priate government website or websites or 
through other electronic media, as deter-
mined by the Secretary. 

SEC. 229. Prepayment and Refinancing. 
(a) APPROVAL OF PREPAYMENT OF DEBT.— 

Upon request of the project sponsor of a 
project assisted with a loan under section 202 
of the Housing Act of 1959 (as in effect before 
the enactment of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na-
tional Affordable Housing Act), for which the 
Secretary’s consent to prepayment is re-
quired, the Secretary shall approve the pre-
payment of any indebtedness to the Sec-
retary relating to any remaining principal 
and interest under the loan as part of a pre-
payment plan under which— 

(1) the project sponsor agrees to operate 
the project until the maturity date of the 
original loan under terms at least as advan-
tageous to existing and future tenants as the 
terms required by the original loan agree-
ment or any project-based rental assistance 
payments contract under section 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (or any 
other project-based rental housing assistance 
programs of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, including the rent sup-
plement program under section 101 of the 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:40 Jul 24, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00049 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A23JY7.016 H23JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
B

9S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8636 July 23, 2009 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 1965 
(12 U.S.C. 1701s)) or any successor project- 
based rental assistance program, except as 
provided by subsection (a)(2)(B); and 

(2) the prepayment may involve refi-
nancing of the loan if such refinancing re-
sults— 

(A) in a lower interest rate on the principal 
of the loan for the project and in reductions 
in debt service related to such loan; or 

(B) in the case of a project that is assisted 
with a loan under such section 202 carrying 
an interest rate of 6 percent or lower, a 
transaction under which— 

(i) the project owner shall address the 
physical needs of the project; 

(ii) the prepayment plan for the trans-
action, including the refinancing, shall meet 
a cost benefit analysis, as established by the 
Secretary, that the benefit of the trans-
action outweighs the cost of the transaction 
including any increases in rent charged to 
unassisted tenants; 

(iii) the overall cost for providing rental 
assistance under section 8 for the project (if 
any) is not increased, except, upon approval 
by the Secretary to— 

(I) mark-up-to-market contracts pursuant 
to section 524(a)(3) of the Multifamily As-
sisted Housing Reform and Affordability Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1437f note), as such section is car-
ried out by the Secretary for properties 
owned by nonprofit organizations; or 

(II) mark-up-to-budget contracts pursuant 
to section 524(a)(4) of the Multifamily As-
sisted Housing Reform and Affordability Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1437f note), as such section is car-
ried out by the Secretary for properties 
owned by eligible owners ( as such term is 
defined in section 202(k) of the Housing Act 
of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q(k)); 

(iv) the project owner may charge tenants 
rent sufficient to meet debt service pay-
ments and operating cost requirements, as 
approved by the Secretary, if project-based 
rental assistance is not available or is insuf-
ficient for the debt service and operating 
cost of the project after refinancing. Such 
approval by the Secretary— 

(I) shall be the basis for the owner to agree 
to terminate the project-based rental assist-
ance contract that is insufficient for the 
debt service and operating cost of the project 
after refinancing; and 

(II) shall be an eligibility event for the 
project for purposes of section 8(t) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437f(t)); 

(v) units to be occupied by tenants assisted 
under section 8(t) of the United States Hous-
ing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(t)) shall, upon 
termination of the occupancy of such ten-
ants, become eligible for project-based as-
sistance under section 8(o)(13) of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437f(o)(13)) without regard to the percentage 
limitations provided in such section; and 

(vi) there shall be a use agreement of 20 
years from the date of the maturity date of 
the original 202 loan for all units, including 
units to be occupied by tenants assisted 
under section 8(t) of the United States Hous-
ing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(t)). 

SEC. 230. No property identified by the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development as 
surplus Federal property for use to assist the 
homeless shall be made available to any 
homeless group unless the group is a member 
in good standing under any of HUD’s home-
less assistance programs or is in good stand-
ing with any other program which receives 
funds from any other Federal or State agen-
cy or entity: Provided, That an exception 
may be made for an entity not involved with 
Federal homeless programs to use surplus 
Federal property for the homeless only after 
the Secretary or another responsible Federal 
agency has fully and comprehensively re-

viewed all relevant finances of the entity, 
the track record of the entity in assisting 
the homeless, the ability of the entity to 
manage the property, including all costs, the 
ability of the entity to administer homeless 
programs in a manner that is effective to 
meet the needs of the homeless population 
that is expected to use the property and any 
other related issues that demonstrate a com-
mitment to assist the homeless: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary shall not require 
the entity to have cash in hand in order to 
demonstrate financial ability but may rely 
on the entity’s prior demonstrated fund-
raising ability or commitments for in-kind 
donations of goods and services: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary shall make all such 
information and its decision regarding the 
award of the surplus property available to 
the committees of jurisdiction, including a 
full justification of the appropriateness of 
the use of the property to assist the home-
less as well as the appropriateness of the 
group seeking to obtain the property to use 
such property to assist the homeless: Pro-
vided further, That, this section shall apply 
to properties in fiscal year 2009 and 2010 
made available as surplus Federal property 
for use to assist the homeless. 

SEC. 231. The Secretary of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development is au-
thorized to transfer up to 5 percent of funds 
appropriated for any account under this title 
under the heading ‘‘Personnel Compensation 
and Benefits’’ to any other account under 
this title under the heading ‘‘Personnel Com-
pensation and Benefits’’ only after such 
transfer has been submitted to, and received 
prior written approval by, the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations: Pro-
vided, That, no appropriation for any such 
account shall be increased or decreased by 
more than 10 percent by all such transfers. 

SEC. 232. The Disaster Housing Assistance 
Programs, administered by the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, shall be 
considered a ‘‘program of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development’’ under sec-
tion 904 of the McKinney Act for the purpose 
of income verifications and matching. 

SEC. 233. FHA Loan Limits for fiscal year 
2010. (a) LOAN LIMIT FLOOR BASED ON 
2008 LEVELS- For mortgages for which the 
mortgagee issues credit approval for the bor-
rower during fiscal year 2010, if the dollar 
amount limitation on the principal obliga-
tion of a mortgage determined under section 
203(b)(2) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1709(b)(2)) for any size residence for 
any area is less than such dollar amount lim-
itation that was in effect for such size resi-
dence for such area for 2008 pursuant to sec-
tion 202 of the Economic Stimulus Act of 
2008 (Public Law 110-185; 122 Stat. 620), not-
withstanding any other provision of law, the 
maximum dollar amount limitation on the 
principal obligation of a mortgage for such 
size residence for such area for purposes of 
such section 203(b)(2) shall be considered (ex-
cept for purposes of section 255(g) of such Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1715z-20(g))) to be such dollar 
amount limitation in effect for such size res-
idence for such area for 2008. (b) Discre-
tionary Authority for Sub-Areas- Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, if the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment determines, for any geographic area 
that is smaller than an area for which dollar 
amount limitations on the principal obliga-
tion of a mortgage are determined under sec-
tion 203(b)(2) of the National Housing Act, 
that a higher such maximum dollar amount 
limitation is warranted for any particular 
size or sizes of residences in such sub-area by 
higher median home prices in such sub-area, 
the Secretary may, for mortgages for which 
the mortgagee issues credit approval for the 
borrower during fiscal year 2010, increase the 

maximum dollar amount limitation for such 
size or sizes of residences for such sub-area 
that is otherwise in effect (including pursu-
ant to subsection (a) of this section), but in 
no case to an amount that exceeds the 
amount specified in section 202(a)(2) of the 
Economic Stimulus Act of 2008. 

SEC. 234. GSE Conforming Loan Limits for 
fiscal year 2010. (a) Loan Limit Floor Based 
on 2008 Levels- For mortgages originated 
during fiscal year 2010, if the limitation on 
the maximum original principal obligation 
of a mortgage that may be purchased by the 
Federal National Mortgage Association or 
the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corpora-
tion determined under section 302(b)(2) of the 
Federal National Mortgage Association 
Charter Act (12 U.S.C. 1717(b)(2)) or section 
305(a)(2) of the Federal Home Loan Mortgage 
Corporation Act (12 U.S.C. 1754(a)(2)), respec-
tively, for any size residence for any area is 
less than such maximum original principal 
obligation limitation that was in effect for 
such size residence for such area for 2008 pur-
suant to section 201 of the Economic Stim-
ulus Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-185; 122 Stat. 
619), notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the limitation on the maximum original 
principal obligation of a mortgage for such 
Association and Corporation for such size 
residence for such area shall be such max-
imum limitation in effect for such size resi-
dence for such area for 2008. (b) Discre-
tionary Authority for Sub-Areas- Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, if the 
Director of the Federal Housing Finance 
Agency determines, for any geographic area 
that is smaller than an area for which limi-
tations on the maximum original principal 
obligation of a mortgage are determined for 
the Federal National Mortgage Association 
or the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Cor-
poration, that a higher such maximum origi-
nal principal obligation limitation is war-
ranted for any particular size or sizes of resi-
dences in such sub-area by higher median 
home prices in such sub-area, the Director 
may, for mortgages originated during fiscal 
year 2010, increase the maximum original 
principal obligation limitation for such size 
or sizes of residences for such sub-area that 
is otherwise in effect (including pursuant to 
subsection (a) of this section) for such Asso-
ciation and Corporation, but in no case to an 
amount that exceeds the amount specified in 
the matter following the comma in section 
201(a)(1)(B) of the Economic Stimulus Act of 
2008. 

SEC. 235. FHA Reverse Mortgage Loan Lim-
its for fiscal year 2010. For mortgages for 
which the mortgagee issues credit approval 
for the borrower during fiscal year 2010, the 
second sentence of section 255(g) of the Na-
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z-20(g)) 
shall be considered to require that in no case 
may the benefits of insurance under such 
section 255 exceed 150 percent of the max-
imum dollar amount in effect under the 
sixth sentence of section 305(a)(2) of the Fed-
eral Home Loan Mortgage Corporation Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1454(a)(2)). 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of Housing and Urban Development Appro-
priations Act, 2010’’. 

TITLE III 
RELATED AGENCIES 

ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTATION 
BARRIERS COMPLIANCE BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For expenses necessary for the Architec-

tural and Transportation Barriers Compli-
ance Board, as authorized by section 502 of 
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, 
$7,200,000: Provided, That, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, there may be 
credited to this appropriation funds received 
for publications and training expenses. 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Federal Mar-

itime Commission as authorized by section 
201(d) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as 
amended (46 U.S.C. App. 1111), including serv-
ices as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; hire of 
passenger motor vehicles as authorized by 31 
U.S.C. 1343(b); and uniforms or allowances 
therefore, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901–5902, 
$23,712,000: Provided, That not to exceed $2,000 
shall be available for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the National 
Transportation Safety Board, including hire 
of passenger motor vehicles and aircraft; 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at 
rates for individuals not to exceed the per 
diem rate equivalent to the rate for a GS–15; 
uniforms, or allowances therefor, as author-
ized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901–5902) $99,200,000, of 
which not to exceed $2,000 may be used for 
official reception and representation ex-
penses. The amounts made available to the 
National Transportation Safety Board in 
this Act include amounts necessary to make 
lease payments on an obligation incurred in 
fiscal year 2001 for a capital lease. Of the 
funds provided, up to $100,000 shall be pro-
vided through reimbursement to the Depart-
ment of Transportation’s Office of Inspector 
General to audit the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board’s financial statements. 
NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 

PAYMENT TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD 
REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 

For payment to the Neighborhood Rein-
vestment Corporation for use in neighbor-
hood reinvestment activities, as authorized 
by the Neighborhood Reinvestment Corpora-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 8101–8107), $133,000,000: 
Provided, That Section 605(a) of the Neigh-
borhood Reinvestment Corporation Act (42 
U.S.C. 8104(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end of the first sentence, prior to the period, 
‘‘, except that the board-appointed officers 
may be paid salary at a rate not to exceed 
level II of the Executive Schedule’’: Provided 
further, That in addition, $63,800,000 shall be 
made available until expended to the Neigh-
borhood Reinvestment Corporation for mort-
gage foreclosure mitigation activities, under 
the following terms and conditions: 

(1) The Neighborhood Reinvestment Cor-
poration (‘‘NRC’’), shall make grants to 
counseling intermediaries approved by the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment (HUD) (with match to be determined 
by the NRC based on affordability and the 
economic conditions of an area; a match also 
may be waived by the NRC based on the 
aforementioned conditions) to provide mort-
gage foreclosure mitigation assistance pri-
marily to States and areas with high rates of 
defaults and foreclosures primarily in the 
subprime housing market to help eliminate 
the default and foreclosure of mortgages of 
owner-occupied single-family homes that are 
at risk of such foreclosure. Other than areas 
with high rates of defaults and foreclosures, 
grants may also be provided to approved 
counseling intermediaries based on a geo-
graphic analysis of the Nation by the NRC 
which determines where there is a preva-
lence of subprime mortgages that are risky 
and likely to fail, including any trends for 
mortgages that are likely to default and face 
foreclosure. A State Housing Finance Agen-
cy may also be eligible where the State 
Housing Finance Agency meets all the re-
quirements under this paragraph. A HUD-ap-
proved counseling intermediary shall meet 
certain mortgage foreclosure mitigation as-
sistance counseling requirements, as deter-

mined by the NRC, and shall be approved by 
HUD or the NRC as meeting these require-
ments. 

(2) Mortgage foreclosure mitigation assist-
ance shall only be made available to home-
owners of owner-occupied homes with mort-
gages in default or in danger of default. 
These mortgages shall likely be subject to a 
foreclosure action and homeowners will be 
provided such assistance that shall consist of 
activities that are likely to prevent fore-
closures and result in the long-term afford-
ability of the mortgage retained pursuant to 
such activity or another positive outcome 
for the homeowner. No funds made available 
under this paragraph may be provided di-
rectly to lenders or homeowners to discharge 
outstanding mortgage balances or for any 
other direct debt reduction payments. 

(3) The use of Mortgage Foreclosure Miti-
gation Assistance by approved counseling 
intermediaries and State Housing Finance 
Agencies shall involve a reasonable analysis 
of the borrower’s financial situation, an 
evaluation of the current value of the prop-
erty that is subject to the mortgage, coun-
seling regarding the assumption of the mort-
gage by another non-Federal party, coun-
seling regarding the possible purchase of the 
mortgage by a non-Federal third party, 
counseling and advice of all likely restruc-
turing and refinancing strategies or the ap-
proval of a work-out strategy by all inter-
ested parties. 

(4) NRC may provide up to 15 percent of the 
total funds under this paragraph to its own 
charter members with expertise in fore-
closure prevention counseling, subject to a 
certification by the NRC that the procedures 
for selection do not consist of any procedures 
or activities that could be construed as an 
unacceptable conflict of interest or have the 
appearance of impropriety. 

(5) HUD-approved counseling entities and 
State Housing Finance Agencies receiving 
funds under this paragraph shall have dem-
onstrated experience in successfully working 
with financial institutions as well as bor-
rowers facing default, delinquency and fore-
closure as well as documented counseling ca-
pacity, outreach capacity, past successful 
performance and positive outcomes with doc-
umented counseling plans (including post 
mortgage foreclosure mitigation counseling), 
loan workout agreements and loan modifica-
tion agreements. NRC may use other criteria 
to demonstrate capacity in underserved 
areas. 

(6) Of the total amount made available 
under this paragraph, up to $3,000,000 may be 
made available to build the mortgage fore-
closure and default mitigation counseling 
capacity of counseling intermediaries 
through NRC training courses with HUD-ap-
proved counseling intermediaries and their 
partners, except that private financial insti-
tutions that participate in NRC training 
shall pay market rates for such training. 

(7) Of the total amount made available 
under this paragraph, up to 4 percent may be 
used for associated administrative expenses 
for the NRC to carry out activities provided 
under this section. 

(8) Mortgage foreclosure mitigation assist-
ance grants may include a budget for out-
reach and advertising, and training, as deter-
mined by the NRC. 

(9) The NRC shall report bi-annually to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions as well as the Senate Banking Com-
mittee and House Financial Services Com-
mittee on its efforts to mitigate mortgage 
default. Such reports shall identify success-
ful strategies and methods for preserving 
homeownership and the long-term afford-
ability of at-risk mortgages and shall in-
clude recommended efforts that will or like-
ly can assist in the success of this program 

as well as an analysis of any policy and pro-
cedures that failed to result in successful 
mortgage foreclosure mitigation. The report 
shall include an analysis of the details and 
use of any post mitigation counseling of as-
sisted borrowers designed to ensure the con-
tinued long-term affordability of the mort-
gages which were the subject of the mort-
gage foreclosure mitigation assistance. 

UNITED STATES INTERAGENCY COUNCIL ON 
HOMELESSNESS 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses (including payment 

of salaries, authorized travel, hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles, the rental of con-
ference rooms, and the employment of ex-
perts and consultants under section 3109 of 
title 5, United States Code) of the United 
States Interagency Council on Homelessness 
in carrying out the functions pursuant to 
title II of the McKinney-Vento Homeless As-
sistance Act, as amended, $2,400,000. 

TITLE IV 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS ACT 

SEC. 401. Such sums as may be necessary 
for fiscal year 2010 pay raises for programs 
funded in this Act shall be absorbed within 
the levels appropriated in this Act or pre-
vious appropriations Acts. 

SEC. 402. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used for the planning or execution of any 
program to pay the expenses of, or otherwise 
compensate, non-Federal parties intervening 
in regulatory or adjudicatory proceedings 
funded in this Act. 

SEC. 403. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act shall remain available for obliga-
tion beyond the current fiscal year, nor may 
any be transferred to other appropriations, 
unless expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 404. The expenditure of any appropria-
tion under this Act for any consulting serv-
ice through procurement contract pursuant 
to section 3109 of title 5, United States Code, 
shall be limited to those contracts where 
such expenditures are a matter of public 
record and available for public inspection, 
except where otherwise provided under exist-
ing law, or under existing Executive order 
issued pursuant to existing law. 

SEC. 405. Except as otherwise provided in 
this Act, none of the funds provided in this 
Act, provided by previous appropriations 
Acts to the agencies or entities funded in 
this Act that remain available for obligation 
or expenditure in fiscal year 2010, or provided 
from any accounts in the Treasury derived 
by the collection of fees and available to the 
agencies funded by this Act, shall be avail-
able for obligation or expenditure through a 
reprogramming of funds that: (1) creates a 
new program; (2) eliminates a program, 
project, or activity; (3) increases funds or 
personnel for any program, project, or activ-
ity for which funds have been denied or re-
stricted by the Congress; (4) proposes to use 
funds directed for a specific activity by ei-
ther the House or Senate Committees on Ap-
propriations for a different purpose; (5) aug-
ments existing programs, projects, or activi-
ties in excess of $5,000,000 or 10 percent, 
whichever is less; (6) reduces existing pro-
grams, projects, or activities by $5,000,000 or 
10 percent, whichever is less; or (7) creates, 
reorganizes, or restructures a branch, divi-
sion, office, bureau, board, commission, 
agency, administration, or department dif-
ferent from the budget justifications sub-
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations 
or the table accompanying the explanatory 
statement accompanying this Act, whichever 
is more detailed, unless prior approval is re-
ceived from the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations: Provided, That not 
later than 60 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, each agency funded by this 
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Act shall submit a report to the Committees 
on Appropriations of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives to establish the 
baseline for application of reprogramming 
and transfer authorities for the current fis-
cal year: Provided further, That the report 
shall include: (1) a table for each appropria-
tion with a separate column to display the 
President’s budget request, adjustments 
made by Congress, adjustments due to en-
acted rescissions, if appropriate, and the fis-
cal year enacted level; (2) a delineation in 
the table for each appropriation both by ob-
ject class and program, project, and activity 
as detailed in the budget appendix for the re-
spective appropriation; and (3) an identifica-
tion of items of special congressional inter-
est: Provided further, That the amount appro-
priated or limited for salaries and expenses 
for an agency shall be reduced by $100,000 per 
day for each day after the required date that 
the report has not been submitted to the 
Congress. 

SEC. 406. Except as otherwise specifically 
provided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of 
unobligated balances remaining available at 
the end of fiscal year 2010 from appropria-
tions made available for salaries and ex-
penses for fiscal year 2010 in this Act, shall 
remain available through September 30, 2011, 
for each such account for the purposes au-
thorized: Provided, That a request shall be 
submitted to the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations for approval prior to 
the expenditure of such funds: Provided fur-
ther, That these requests shall be made in 
compliance with reprogramming guidelines 
under section 405 of this Act. 

SEC. 407. All Federal agencies and depart-
ments that are funded under this Act shall 
issue a report to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations on all sole source 
contracts by no later than July 31, 2010. Such 
report shall include the contractor, the 
amount of the contract and the rationale for 
using a sole source contract. 

SEC. 408. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be obligated or ex-
pended for any employee training that— 

(1) does not meet identified needs for 
knowledge, skills, and abilities bearing di-
rectly upon the performance of official du-
ties; 

(2) contains elements likely to induce high 
levels of emotional response or psychological 
stress in some participants; 

(3) does not require prior employee notifi-
cation of the content and methods to be used 
in the training and written end of course 
evaluation; 

(4) contains any methods or content associ-
ated with religious or quasi-religious belief 
systems or ‘‘new age’’ belief systems as de-
fined in Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission Notice N–915.022, dated Sep-
tember 2, 1988; or 

(5) is offensive to, or designed to change, 
participants’ personal values or lifestyle out-
side the workplace. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit, 
restrict, or otherwise preclude an agency 
from conducting training bearing directly 
upon the performance of official duties. 

SEC. 409. No funds in this Act may be used 
to support any Federal, State, or local 
projects that seek to use the power of emi-
nent domain, unless eminent domain is em-
ployed only for a public use: Provided, That 
for purposes of this section, public use shall 
not be construed to include economic devel-
opment that primarily benefits private enti-
ties: Provided further, That any use of funds 
for mass transit, railroad, airport, seaport or 
highway projects as well as utility projects 
which benefit or serve the general public (in-
cluding energy-related, communication-re-
lated, water-related and wastewater-related 
infrastructure), other structures designated 

for use by the general public or which have 
other common-carrier or public-utility func-
tions that serve the general public and are 
subject to regulation and oversight by the 
government, and projects for the removal of 
an immediate threat to public health and 
safety or brownsfield as defined in the Small 
Business Liability Relief and Brownsfield 
Revitalization Act (Public Law 107–118) shall 
be considered a public use for purposes of 
eminent domain. 

SEC. 410. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be transferred to any depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States Government, except pursuant 
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority 
provided in, this Act or any other appropria-
tions Act. 

SEC. 411. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall be available to pay 
the salary for any person filling a position, 
other than a temporary position, formerly 
held by an employee who has left to enter 
the Armed Forces of the United States and 
has satisfactorily completed his period of ac-
tive military or naval service, and has with-
in 90 days after his release from such service 
or from hospitalization continuing after dis-
charge for a period of not more than 1 year, 
made application for restoration to his 
former position and has been certified by the 
Office of Personnel Management as still 
qualified to perform the duties of his former 
position and has not been restored thereto. 

SEC. 412. No funds appropriated pursuant to 
this Act may be expended by an entity un-
less the entity agrees that in expending the 
assistance the entity will comply with sec-
tions 2 through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 
(41 U.S.C. 10a–10c, popularly known as the 
‘‘Buy American Act’’). 

SEC. 413. No funds appropriated or other-
wise made available under this Act shall be 
made available to any person or entity that 
has been convicted of violating the Buy 
American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a–10c). 

The CHAIR. No amendment shall be 
in order except the amendments print-
ed in part A of House Report 111–219, 
not to exceed seven of the amendments 
printed in part B of the report if of-
fered by the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) or his designee; not to ex-
ceed two of the amendments printed in 
part C of the report if offered by the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING) or his designee. Each 
amendment may be offered only in the 
order printed in the report, shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable 
for 10 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 

The proponent of any such amend-
ment may modify its amendatory in-
structions before the question is put 
thereon. 

After disposition of the amendments 
specified in the first section of House 
Resolution 669, the Chair and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on 
Appropriations or their designees each 
may offer one pro forma amendment to 
the bill for the purpose of debate, 
which shall be controlled by the pro-
ponent. 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 
OLVER 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 1 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. 
OLVER: 

Page 2, line 13, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $250,000)’’. 

Page 4, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’. 

Page 8, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’. 

Page 8, line 16, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’’. 

Page 38, line 7, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $250,000)’’. 

Page 43, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)’’. 

Page 92, line 5, strike ‘‘$4,600,607,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$4,598,607,000’’. 

Page 93, line 12, strike ‘‘$18,000,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$16,000,000’’. 

Page 93, line 22, before the period insert 
the following: ‘‘: Provided further, That none 
of the funds made available under this head-
ing may be used for the construction and fa-
cility buildout of a multi-purpose complex at 
Indiana University of Pennsylvania’’. 

Page 109, lines 3 and 4, strike ‘‘, except that 
no principal limit factor may be reduced 
below 60’’. 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. 414. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used for first-class airline 
accommodations in contravention of sec-
tions 301-10.122 and 301-10.123 of title 41, Code 
of Federal Regulations. 

SEC. 415. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to purchase a light 
bulb for an office building unless the light 
bulb has, to the extent practicable, an En-
ergy Star or Federal Energy Management 
Program designation. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. OLVER) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, this is a 
good amendment that makes a handful 
of modest changes to the bill. It adds 
$250,000 for the National Highway Traf-
fic Safety Administration to develop 
safety standards for the incorporation 
of alternative fuel technologies in vehi-
cles. 

It increases the Federal Rail Admin-
istration’s Railroad Research and De-
velopment account by $3 million, which 
will allow the FRA to perform multiple 
studies that were authorized in last 
year’s rail safety bill. It provides $1 
million for the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration to support commercial 
space activities. 

This amendment includes two provi-
sions championed by Representative 
CUELLAR from Texas and included in 
previous appropriations bills, one that 
requires the use of energy-efficient 
bulbs in Federal buildings; and the sec-
ond, which precludes Federal employ-
ees from flying first class. 

Last, we have included a technical 
change to a provision that my ranking 
member, Mr. LATHAM, has championed 
in order to ensure that the Home Eq-
uity Conversion Mortgage program can 
be implemented without Federal sub-
sidy. 
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I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would 

ask for the time in opposition, al-
though I will not oppose his amend-
ment. 

The CHAIR. Without objection, the 
gentleman from Iowa is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LATHAM. Let me just express 

my frustration in this amendment, and 
they’re all good projects. There are five 
amendments, all Democrat amend-
ments, all of substance, that we could 
have agreed on. But also, looking 
through the list here: We have another 
four or five amendments that we could 
have agreed on, of substance, and we 
will agree on. 

Again, I go back to the fact that the 
Rules Committee, the process is just 
totally out of whack, and the fact that 
while I don’t oppose these—actually, 
one of the projects that Mr. BRALEY re-
ferred to is something that I started 
several years ago and has been very, 
very successful as far as using soybean 
grease as far as lubricants on railroads. 
It’s been in practice now for several 
years. 

It’s the frustration I have that we 
couldn’t have substantive amendments 
made in order. We have five Demo-
cratic amendments put in here, of sub-
stance, while we were denied that op-
tion. I think it is extremely unfair and 
really brings shame upon this body and 
the process that should be in place for 
all of our constituents to have their 
Representatives here to decide and 
vote on amendments which would be of 
importance to their districts and to the 
Members’ constituents. 

I just, again, express my total frus-
tration with the Rules Committee. I 
don’t blame the chairman at all, but 
it’s just the process has totally fallen 
apart. 

With that, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN). 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. Mr. Chairman, 
I come before you today to protest this 
restrictive process. 

Mr. Chairman, I have submitted a 
handful of very simple, straight-
forward, and commonsense amend-
ments to this body. This arbitrary 
process of choosing which amendments 
are allowed to be considered on the 
floor is unworthy of this institution 
and has damaged the democratic proc-
ess. 

Is the majority leadership so afraid 
of making their Members vote against 
such commonsense measures as cutting 
this bill by half a percent that they 
wouldn’t even allow debate? 

I also submitted an amendment that 
would have prohibited any money in 
this bill to be spent on bike paths. Mr. 
Chairman, maintaining bike paths is 
clearly not a function of the Federal 
Government, and especially in these 
tough economic times and an era of 
large deficits. 

This is not an appropriate use of Fed-
eral funds and taxpayers’ dollars. At a 

time when our Federal Government is 
hemorrhaging money and selling bonds 
to foreign countries like China just to 
be able to keep the lights on, building 
bike paths is certainly a frivolous ex-
pense that should be cut out of this 
bill. Unfortunately, this amendment 
was not allowed to be debated. 

The distinguished chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee has made it 
known that he is conducting the appro-
priations process in this restrictive 
manner in the interest of time. But, 
Mr. Chairman, that argument does not 
make any sense. 

The Constitution has mandated this 
body with a finite number of basic re-
sponsibilities. Chief among those is al-
locating Federal dollars. If we cannot 
spend more than 1 hour debating appro-
priation bills that allocate hundreds of 
billions of dollars, then I would suggest 
that our priorities, the ones that de-
serve time on this very floor, are mis-
placed. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
this legislation and for the majority 
party to turn the legislative process 
back to regular order. 

Mr. OLVER. Could I inquire how 
much time there is remaining. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts has 31⁄2 minutes. The 
gentleman from Iowa has 2 minutes. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN). 

Mr. COHEN. I speak in favor of the 
manager’s amendment. This is a very 
important bill putting America back to 
work and working on infrastructure 
and transportation systems that are so 
important to America’s economic vi-
tality and growth. But also, rail trans-
portation is important. Rail is impor-
tant in many ways, both in a commer-
cial way and in a passenger way. 

This particular manager’s amend-
ment puts an additional $3 million into 
the Federal Railroad Administration’s 
Research and Development account. 
It’s certainly the hope of many Mem-
bers that this will allow for studies of 
high-speed rail, one of which will go 
from Little Rock to Memphis, and 
other studies, so that we can have 
more high-speed rail and less use of 
automobiles safe with the environ-
ment, and make passenger traffic more 
available to more people at a more rea-
sonable cost. 

Mr. LATHAM. Again, I just want to 
reiterate, these are good, substantive 
amendments. All have merit. The frus-
tration I have is that all five are Demo-
crat amendments, never even an oppor-
tunity. And there will be several more 
Republican amendments here that 
we’ll probably agree on. I don’t know 
why we couldn’t do this. But it’s frus-
tration I have with the process, and it’s 
very concerning to me. 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Mr. Chair, I rise today 
in strong support of the Manager’s Amend-
ment to the Transportation HUD Appropria-
tions Act. I’m pleased to have secured an in-
crease of $3 million in this amendment for the 
Federal Railroad Administration’s (FRA’s) Rail-

road Research and Development Account. 
This additional money for FRA’s Railroad Re-
search and Development Account could fund 
the Biodegradable Lubricants study authorized 
in Division B: Section 405 of the Railroad 
Safety Enhancement Act of 2008 as well as 
other feasibility studies authorized in that bill, 
and I believe that a portion of this funding 
should go towards the Biodegradable Lubri-
cants study. This study will help reduce our 
dependence on foreign oil and reduce our na-
tional addiction to petroleum imports. If all in-
dustrial lubricants used annually in the U.S. 
could be replaced with biobased versions, 
over 2 billion gallons of petroleum per year 
would be replaced. 

In performing this study, the National Ag- 
Based Lubricants Center (NABL) at the Uni-
versity of Northern Iowa would be a perfect 
partner for the Federal Railroad Administra-
tion. NABL’s expertise and resources in 
biobased lubricants is unmatched, and it is the 
only entity whose primary mission is the re-
search and testing of agricultural-based lubri-
cants. I thank the Chairman for including $3 
million in additional funding for the FRA’s Rail-
road Research and Development account and 
I look forward to seeing the Transportation 
HUD Appropriations Act signed into law. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will support the gen-
tleman’s amendment, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I believe 
this is a good amendment, and I would 
ask for its passage, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. OLVER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. 

HENSARLING 
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 2 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. HENSARLING. I have an amend-
ment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. 
HENSARLING: 

Strike line 20 on page 87 and all that fol-
lows through page 88, line 12. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. HENSARLING) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. By any possible 
measurement whatsoever, spending is 
out of control in the Nation’s Capital. 
Already, this Democratic-controlled 
Congress has spent $1.1 trillion on a 
government stimulus plan costing 
every American household $9,810. That 
included $100 million for an after- 
school snack program, $10 million for 
urban canals. The list goes on. 

This Democratic majority in Con-
gress has also passed an omnibus bill 
costing $410 billion, weighing in at 
roughly $3,500 per American household. 
That one included $150,000 for lobster 
research in Maine and $143,000 to de-
velop and expand a comprehensive on-
line encyclopedia. 
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Now we know, once again, after the 

President’s press conference last 
evening, he and the Democrats in Con-
gress will go forward on a government- 
controlled health care plan that even 
the Congressional Budget Office, ap-
pointed by Democrats, says will cost a 
minimum of a trillion dollars. Again, 
costing every American household 
roughly $9,000. 

And what do we have for all this, Mr. 
Chairman? What do we have? 

We now have the single largest Fed-
eral deficit that we have ever had in 
our Nation’s history. It crossed the 
trillion-dollar mark. There was a time 
not too long ago we always talked in 
terms of billions; and now it’s trillions 
are rolling off the tips of our tongues. 

The Federal debt, the Federal debt 
under this spending program will tri-
ple, triple in the next 10 years. This 
Congress is on a trajectory to create 
more debt in the next 10 years than in 
the previous 220. We’re borrowing 
forty-six cents on the dollar, mainly 
from the Chinese, and sending the bill 
to our children and grandchildren. 

Mr. Chairman, it is crushing not only 
to the next generation; it’s crushing 
job growth. Since the President has 
come into office, an additional 2.6 mil-
lion Americans have lost their jobs. At 
9.5 percent, we’re looking at the largest 
unemployment that we’ve seen in a 
quarter of a century. Enough is 
enough. 

And so I want to take the President 
up on a challenge that he issued to 
Congress just a couple of months ago. 
He said, ‘‘If we’re going to rebuild our 
economy on a solid foundation, we need 
to change the way we do business in 
Washington. We need to spend money 
wisely.’’ 

The President went on to say, ‘‘That 
starts with the painstaking work of ex-
amining every program, every entitle-
ment, every dollar of government 
spending and asking ourselves: Is this 
program really essential? Are the tax-
payers getting their money’s worth?’’ 
Those are the words of our President, 
Mr. Chairman. 

b 1400 

Mr. Chairman, today I just want to 
focus on one program, one program out 
of an estimated 10,000 programs. It’s 
called HOPE VI. Well, according to 
OMB—and you can look at their Web 
site—this is the program that has al-
ready accomplished its original objec-
tive. According to OMB, HOPE VI ‘‘has 
completed its goal of contributing to 
the demolition of 100,000 severely dis-
tressed public housing units.’’ 

Now, since achieving its original ob-
jective, OMB goes on to further say, 
The program is more costly than other 
programs that serve the same popu-
lation. The program has accomplished 
its stated mission. And furthermore, I 
am told—and I hope that the distin-
guished chairman can shed some light 
on this. I’m told the program is sitting 
on almost $1 billion of unexpended bal-
ances. 

I mean, we’re shoving more money 
their way, Mr. Chairman, and they 
can’t even spend the money that they 
already have. It’s time for us to lead by 
example, terminate one program, and 
quit borrowing the money from the 
Chinese and sending the bill to our 
children and grandchildren. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. I rise to claim the time 

in opposition to the amendment. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Massachusetts is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. OLVER. I rise in opposition to 
the amendment. The HOPE VI program 
was launched in 1992 to allow the re-
placement of affordable housing that 
had deteriorated and was determined 
to be uninhabitable. The annual appro-
priations for about 10 years after that 
point were $500 million per year or 
thereabouts. 

During that time, 25 to 30 applica-
tions were awarded each year, and 
some of those programs went forward 
very expeditiously and some of them 
did not move forward as expeditiously. 
But in at least the last 5 years, under 
the previous administration, each year 
the administration attempted to re-
scind the appropriation that had been 
made the previous year and then zero 
out the program for the year that we 
were appropriating for, attempting not 
just to cripple but to terminate the 
program. 

Congress refused, because many com-
munities still had projects for the pro-
gram, so we still had five or six 
projects per year, because the appro-
priation was for several years, at least 
5 years, was frozen around $100 million 
or thereabouts per year. Now, it is my 
understanding, at least, that what 
are—typically programs and projects 
that had been afforded money under 
the program of HOPE VI took from 3 to 
7 years and that would be used to com-
plete. Some took longer. 

During the past year, we have been 
able to get the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development to spend spe-
cial time, special effort, through tech-
nical assistance and working with the 
organizations that had the applications 
in, to go back and make certain that 
those that had been awarded in 2002 
and 2003 were moving forward. They 
made some serious progress on that, 
but there is still need for this program. 

At this point I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK), who is the chairman of the Au-
thorizing Committee, because so great 
is the need that the Authorizing Com-
mittee has been working on that. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I 
thank my colleague who does an excel-
lent job in chairing the subcommittee. 

While the author of this amendment 
and myself both serve on the Financial 
Services Committee, I think I can say 
that on a bipartisan basis over the 
years, the Financial Services Com-
mittee has shown a lot of support for 
this program and for improving it. 

The gentleman cites some unex-
pended balances, but here’s the prob-

lem. There’s kind of a catch-22 here. If 
program money is spent too rapidly 
and it is then spent inefficiently, there 
is criticism. What has happened with 
HOPE VI is that in response to some 
legitimate criticism, some controls 
were proposed to slow things down. 
This money ultimately gets spent, but 
it gets spent in a way that is less likely 
to be abused. 

It is also the case that there is a kind 
of ‘‘you lose either way’’ argument 
made against public housing. Often the 
criticism is in that public housing 
warehouses people in large projects 
that do not have the capacity to pro-
vide a decent living environment. 
HOPE VI is an effort to preserve the 
units, because we do have a shortfall 
for family public housing in many 
parts in the country, not in all, but by 
redoing the projects to remove the 
stigma that has attached. And if you 
get rid of the HOPE VI program, you 
then abandon the notion that you are 
going to go to existing public housing 
to try to make it more livable and less 
concentrated. 

Now, that’s not an easy thing to do. 
We’ve been working, again, in a bipar-
tisan way on ways to improve that, to 
bring in other services, to coordinate 
how you do it. But to simply shut the 
program off is, I think, to say to the 
people who live in the public housing 
that was built inappropriately—the 
residents didn’t build it, society built 
it and put them there. 

It would say, We are abandoning any 
effort to improve the liveability of 
where you are, and also then make 
them more vulnerable to criticism and 
build opposition to the whole notion, 
when the alternative is to make the 
living conditions better for the people 
in the surrounding communities. 

Mr. OLVER. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Texas has 1 minute remaining, and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has the 
option of closing. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Again, the President of the United 
States says, Start the painstaking 
work of examining every program. Mr. 
Chairman, we have a program that, 
number one, has achieved its mission; 
number two, it is now effective; num-
ber three, it is duplicative of another 
program; number four, it has at least 5 
years of appropriations in the pipeline; 
number five, we are looking at the sin-
gle-largest deficit in the entire history 
of the United States of America. We 
have the largest unemployment rate in 
25 years. 

Mr. Chairman, out of 10,000 Federal 
programs, if you won’t terminate one 
to quit borrowing money from the Chi-
nese and sending the bill to our chil-
dren and grandchildren, if you won’t 
terminate this program, I mean, 
please, which one will you? Is there 
ever a point where you say, Enough 
debt is enough? Is there ever a point 
where you finally conclude that the 
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best housing program in America is a 
job? Let’s create the jobs. Let’s not de-
stroy the jobs. I urge adoption of the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, just last 

fall this House passed reauthorization 
legislation for HOPE VI and authorized 
for the first year of that $750 million. 
The work of HOPE VI simply is not 
done. That represents how much the 
demand is on the part of the member-
ship of the House. 

Basically, what I would say here is 
that this work needs to continue. 
There is much need for affordable hous-
ing in this country. The HOPE VI pro-
gram is not duplicated by anything 
else that I know of, and I would urge 
that the amendment be defeated. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will be postponed. 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. 
LATHAM 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 3 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 3 offered by Mr. 
LATHAM: 

Page 44, line 8, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000,000)’’. 

Page 45, line 21, strike ‘‘Provided further,’’ 
and all that follows through the semicolon 
on page 46, line 8. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. LATHAM) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. LATHAM. I thank the chairman 
very much. This really is a very simple 
amendment. I seek to bring the funding 
level for high-speed rail back down to 
the President’s request of $1 billion and 
strike the transfer authority for the 
National Infrastructure Bank. 

When the stimulus deal was an-
nounced by the President and the Dem-
ocrat leadership, we were told that the 
plan was to provide $8 billion for high- 
speed rail in the stimulus and another 
$1 billion a year for the next 5 years. 
My amendment meets the President’s 
goals and his plans. We are just now 
embarking on this high-speed rail ini-
tiative. The stimulus funds are still in 
the Treasury. They haven’t been spent, 
and there is little reason to dump an-
other $3 billion on top of an unspent $8 
billion since the committee hasn’t even 
had the time to do any oversight at all 
in this area. 

I know the chairman is going to ref-
erence that there is pent-up demand for 
high-speed rail, and he is going to men-
tion $100 billion in grant applications. 
Are we really ready to embark on a 
$100 billion endeavor on top of the mil-
lion-, billion- and trillion-dollar en-
deavors already under consideration? 
We don’t even know if those grant ap-
plications have any feasibility at all. 

Second, this amendment would strike 
the transfer to the National Infrastruc-
ture Bank. The administration re-
quested $5 billion for a bank in their 
budget requests, but it didn’t include 
any authorizing language at all. I know 
there are a few bills out there that 
would authorize this, and those pro-
posals should be considered in the reg-
ular authorizing process. However, 
there is no bank today. There is no au-
thorized bank in which to put this 
money. I’m not opposed to the bank 
idea, but I believe we should know 
what the activities and programs are 
that we are paying for up front. 

The bill before us gives authority to 
transfer $2 billion to the bank on Octo-
ber 1, 2010, should the bank ever be au-
thorized by that date. Now, October 1, 
2010, is actually in the 2011 fiscal year, 
and this committee will have the op-
portunity to consider funding that 
bank within the budget priorities for 
fiscal year 2011 under that 2011 alloca-
tion. There is absolutely no reason to 
do that now. 

I did have an amendment to transfer 
the $3 billion to the highway trust 
fund, but the Rules Committee was 
probably too worried that the amend-
ment may pass. However, without the 
transfer, this is still a good amend-
ment. Cutting an extra unrequested $3 
billion from this account still meets 
the President’s request, his commit-
ment, and would give me good reason 
to support this otherwise pretty good 
bill. 

I urge the adoption of my amend-
ment. Again, I just want to make sure 
people know that this is $3 billion on 
top of the $1 billion the President re-
quested, $2 billion of which is set 
aside—people talk about this money 
going to high-speed rail. It’s not going 
to go there. This is set aside in a fund 
basically to be held so that just in case 
this infrastructure bank is authorized, 
the money will go there. This has noth-
ing to do with high-speed rail. It has 
everything to do with making this a 
bill that people can support. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. I rise to claim the time 

in opposition. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Massachusetts is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. OLVER. First of all, I want to 
say that this high-speed rail, the pro-
gram for combined high-speed and 
intercity passenger rail, that is the 
most important transportation initia-
tive since the Eisenhower Interstate 
Highway System, the National Defense 
Highway System of 50 years ago, which 
took a generation, basically, to build. 

It’s not going to happen quickly. It’s 
going to take a period of time, there is 
no question, but it is the most impor-
tant initiative. There is pent-up de-
mand. There is a huge demand. 

The first preapplication period for 
this bill brought in $100 billion of appli-
cations for $8 billion that was in place 
there. If we do not add significantly to 
that, as this bill does do, by adding $4 
billion to the $8 billion that is already 
there, then people will lose faith or 
wonder, Are we in this seriously? Are 
we going to do high-speed and intercity 
passenger rail, as had been proposed 
and put forward in the recovery bill 
earlier or aren’t we intending to do 
that? 

b 1415 

I think we must keep this momen-
tum going, for if we lose it, then that 
would be a very bad thing to have hap-
pen. There are applications for more 
than 40 States in the union totaling a 
hundred billion dollars. Some of those 
are going to be in construction later 
this year or early next year. The actual 
final applications are due for the 
smaller projects within a month. And 
within 2 months after that, they are 
supposed to be in awards. So they are 
expected to be providing jobs next 
year. 

So I think that that is a very appro-
priate way to keep our public momen-
tum going toward passenger and inter-
city rail, high speed and intercity pas-
senger rail. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. I will reserve at this 

time. 
Mr. OLVER. How much time is left 

now? 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Massachusetts has 3 minutes. The gen-
tleman from Iowa has 1 minute. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts has the 
right to close. 

Mr. OLVER. I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
CORRINE BROWN). 

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
Today I rise to encourage my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this amend-
ment that would cut funds for high- 
speed and passenger rail funding. Just 1 
week ago, the Department of Transpor-
tation announced that it received 278 
preapplications for high-speed and 
intercity passenger rail funds totaling 
$102 billion. Northeastern States sub-
mitted 79 applications totaling $35 bil-
lion; the South and Southeastern 
States 44 applications totaling $66 bil-
lion; Northwestern States submitted 47 
applications totaling $13 billion; and 
the Western States submitted 108 
preapplications totaling $38 billion. 

Clearly, there is an increased demand 
for high-speed rail for the future and 
transportation of America. It will pro-
vide more efficient travel, increase 
U.S. jobs, reduce hydrostatic carbon 
emissions from all transportation 
sources, increase economic competi-
tiveness, and reduce the dependence on 
foreign oil. And prove that freight lines 
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will also offer more effective freight 
service. But the $8 billion provided in 
the American Recovery Act is just the 
beginning. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
this amendment. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will reserve at this 
time. 

Mr. OLVER. I yield 11⁄4 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
(Ms. DELAURO). 

Ms. DELAURO. I rise in strong oppo-
sition to this amendment. It eliminates 
$3 billion in high-speed rail funding for 
2010, including the $2 billion that could 
go to capitalize a much-needed infra-
structure bank if authorized. We need 
to look to improve our way of life, cre-
ate jobs, foster long-term economic 
growth, which we can do through an in-
frastructure bank which is an inde-
pendent entity, would consider a broad 
range of infrastructure projects objec-
tively, leverage hundreds of billions of 
dollars in private capital to put toward 
rebuilding America. 

This is not a partisan issue. This past 
week the bipartisan National Gov-
ernors Association endorsed the con-
cept of an infrastructure bank by reso-
lution. The U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, labor groups strongly support 
this effort. President Bush’s transpor-
tation secretary, Mary Peters, said 
there are upwards of $400 billion in pri-
vate capital available through pension 
funds, sovereign wealth funds. 

To invest in our Nation’s infrastruc-
ture, we need to harvest the power of 
that private capital and in a smart way 
and in an effective way in order for us 
to remain competitive in the 21st cen-
tury. 

I urge my colleagues to reject this 
amendment. 

Mr. LATHAM. I yield myself the re-
mainder of the time. 

I will have to say I’m a little bit con-
fused. First they’re saying that this is 
a cut to high-speed rail, and then the 
last speaker got up here and said, Well, 
no, that money is not for high-speed 
rail, it’s for some program that hasn’t 
even been authorized yet. I’m not quite 
sure where we are here, because we’re 
talking about spending the same 
money two or three times. I would sug-
gest to the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut that there is no authorized 
bank. And by the language in this bill, 
those dollars could not be transferred 
until the next fiscal year, which means 
that the whole next year’s cycle, if this 
bank is authorized, if that money is 
needed, we can do that next year. 

But to have this money sit in a slush 
fund basically and do nothing—and ev-
eryone knows it’s not going to go out 
the door, and the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts knows—my chairman, who I 
love dearly—but he knows that I made 
this statement in committee. I’m not 
against high-speed rail. As a matter of 
fact, I made the statement on two dif-
ferent occasions that I think the $787 
billion of stimulus money could have 
had actually been well spent and we 
could have a national high-speed rail 

system and actually accomplish some-
thing if we would have spent all of that 
money in the stimulus just on high- 
speed rail. We would have the Eisen-
hower Interstate Project. I’m not 
against it, but I’m just saying to have 
this money sit here and do nothing 
when we’ve got a critical issue, as far 
as the highway trust fund that needs 
funding immediately, is simply wrong. 

Let’s save the money, let’s make the 
bill acceptable to a lot more people 
who can support it on a bipartisan 
basis. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. As the gentleman under-

stands, the $4 billion is available in 
this fiscal year for which we’re appro-
priating only for high-speed rail. And I 
hope that it will remain there. 

I urge the defeat of the amendment 
so that we will keep the momentum up 
and keep the building, the development 
of high-speed rail moving forward as 
fast as possible. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chair, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to this amendment. 

I thank Chairman OBEY and OLVER for in-
cluding $4 billion in this bill to create a 21st 
Century passenger rail system that will 
strengthen the economy by creating jobs, re-
ducing congestion and improving mobility on 
our nation’s highways. 

For every $1 billion invested in transpor-
tation, 35,000 jobs are created. With our econ-
omy suffering from one of the worst reces-
sions in memory, this is the type of growth we 
should be promoting. 

This money will help fund projects like the 
Chicago-Quad Cities-Iowa City passenger rail 
line near my home town. This plan will benefit 
businesses, leisure, and commuter travel, as 
well as positively impact regional commerce. 
In the Quad Cities alone, this project is esti-
mated to create nearly 825 jobs and increase 
household income by almost $16 million. 

The amendment before us slashes funding 
for high-speed and intercity passenger rail and 
prohibits the transfer of monies to a National 
Infrastructure Bank to fund the future mod-
ernization of our nation’s road and rail sys-
tems. This will thwart economic growth by kill-
ing future jobs. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to reject this 
amendment, and instead, support growing our 
economy, improving mobility, and protecting 
the environment. 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Mr. Chair, I rise today 
in opposition to the Latham amendment, which 
could seriously jeopardize Iowa’s effort to 
bring passenger rail to the State. For the last 
two and a half years, I’ve been a strong advo-
cate for bringing rail service from Chicago to 
Iowa, and this amendment cuts the very funds 
that will help make this rail service a reality. 
This amendment could lead to a loss of Iowa 
jobs, as well as reduced economic develop-
ment opportunities throughout the state. 

Two new passenger rail routes that will pro-
vide significant public and economic benefit 
are the lines from Chicago to the Quad Cities 
and Chicago to Dubuque, Iowa. Both routes 
would open up large parts of rural Illinois and 
eastern Iowa to huge economic growth and 
prosperity. These routes would also provide 
vacation spots for residents of Chicago in sce-
nic Dubuque and Davenport, Iowa. The avail-
ability of passenger rail heading west from 

Chicago could also help eliminate congestion 
at O’Hare airport as many airline passengers 
fly regionally to the Quad Cities, Dubuque and 
Des Moines. Bringing rail service to Iowa 
would bring the opportunity to extend these 
Amtrak routes to Iowa City, Des Moines, Wa-
terloo, and other cities. Many travelers would 
then be able to choose a train ride over the 
stress of the airport. Expanded passenger rail 
service would help reduce our dependence on 
foreign oil by encouraging the use of rail for 
travelers and decreasing the use of gasoline. 
Both of these routes would provide new pas-
senger transportation through the heart of the 
country, bringing new opportunities to many 
Midwestern cities, creating jobs, and providing 
new transportation options for families and 
businesses. I can’t support a proposal that 
could put the future of these projects in doubt. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. LATHAM). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa will be postponed. 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. 
MCHENRY 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 4 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. MCHENRY. I have an amendment 
at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. 
MCHENRY: 

Page 46, line 21, after the dollar amount 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’’. 

Page 50, line 15, after the dollar amount 
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Chairman, the 
Office of Inspectors General through-
out our government do a yeoman’s 
task at providing oversight of Federal 
spending, and I think it’s important 
that these matters be brought before 
the House. 

Mr. Chairman, at a time when Con-
gress is burning through unprecedented 
amounts of taxpayer dollars, oversight 
and accountability are of greatest im-
portance. We need to know who’s get-
ting the money and what it’s being 
used for. As of the end of June, this 
Congress has already spent $2.6 trillion, 
and we’re on pace to have a $1.8 trillion 
deficit this year—the largest in our Na-
tion’s history. The American people 
know we’re spending a lot of money in 
Washington. Whether they like it or 
not is another question. But we need to 
make sure that we’re getting value for 
our dollar. Amtrak has recently bene-
fited from this unprecedented funding 
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by taking in $1.3 billion from the so- 
called stimulus bill in addition to their 
annual appropriations of $1.4 billion. 

This makes it all the more troubling 
to find out that in the course of con-
ducting his oversight activities, Am-
trak’s former inspector general, Fred 
Weiderhold, was being misinformed, de-
ceived, and circumnavigated by law-
yers and bureaucrats within his agency 
in his effort to track down stimulus 
money. And the same day that a report 
came out highlighting the ways in 
which Amtrak officials were inter-
fering with his job, Mr. Chairman, In-
spector General Weiderhold unexpect-
edly resigned. This raises many ques-
tions about the sudden departure of a 
career official, particularly where 
there is political pressure from the cur-
rent administration for him to step 
down. 

The Oversight and Government Re-
form Committee—of which I am a 
member—is launching currently an in-
vestigation into this matter, which oc-
curred last month, and I look forward 
to seeing what comes out of this inves-
tigation. The reason why I bring it be-
fore the House is so that Members 
know what’s happening with inspectors 
general across the government. 

However, it doesn’t just stop with the 
Amtrak inspector general. His resigna-
tion is only one of what seems to be a 
larger pattern of inspector general 
purges throughout the Obama adminis-
tration. Gerald Walpin, the long-time 
inspector general for the Corporation 
of National and Community Service, 
which overseas AmeriCorps, was fired 
in June after his investigation into the 
use of grant funds for political pur-
poses turned up some disturbing infor-
mation. 

Judith Gwynne, the acting inspector 
general for the International Trade 
Commission, was also fired last month, 
coincidentally right after Senator 
GRASSLEY of Iowa expressed concerns 
in a letter to the International Trade 
Commission chairwoman about the po-
tential agency obstruction of Ms. 
Gwynne’s investigations of contrac-
tors’ activities. 

Even Neil Barofsky, who is a special 
inspector general for the TARP—or the 
bailouts—has expressed worry after 
Treasury Department officials in-
formed him that the Department had 
legal authority over his office. 

We need to make sure that we have 
proper oversight and accountability of 
the funds that we’re spending in this 
government. The American people de-
serve comprehensive, around-the-clock 
oversight of spending. That’s why we 
have inspectors general. The adminis-
tration’s pattern of undermining and 
removing oversight when it becomes 
politically inconvenient makes this all 
more important to be brought to the 
attention of the House. 

And the reason why I rise today is 
under these limited rules that we have 
on appropriations bills, it’s very dif-
ficult to bring issues before the whole 
House. And so that’s why I speak today 

to make sure that we have inspectors 
general throughout the government, 
not just in Amtrak, that are able to do 
their job without political interference 
from any administration or any out-
side forces. 

So that’s why I rise today, to make 
sure that I have this opportunity to 
bring it before the House of Represent-
atives and its Members. 

I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
my amendment. 

The CHAIR. Without objection, the 
amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. 

SCHOCK 
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 5 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. SCHOCK. I have an amendment 
at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. 
SCHOCK: 

Page 96, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)’’. 

Page 105, line 19, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. SCHOCK) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. SCHOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself as much time as I may con-
sume. 

Our country continues to see a sig-
nificant increase in foreclosures, which 
are up 18 percent this January over 
last. Those figures continued to rise 
the first quarter of 2009, with an addi-
tional 616,000 homeowners filing fore-
closures. Over 25,000 of those fore-
closure were in my home State of Illi-
nois alone. And now the percentage of 
subprime loans in foreclosure has, for 
the first time ever, eclipsed 14 percent. 

We have all heard about these ridicu-
lous loans: ballooning adjustable rates, 
reverse amortization, and interest-only 
mortgages which never actually pro-
vide home ownership. These vehicles of 
financial ruin usually have only one 
possible result for the homeowner: 
foreclosure. 

And while it would be much too sim-
plistic to place the blame for the hous-
ing crisis at the feet of these irrespon-
sible loans, they are certainly the chief 
culprits. And while many programs 
have been enacted to help victims who 
have fallen victim to these deceptive 
practices, little has been done to en-
sure that this crisis does not happen 
again, that future homeowners are not 
lured by irresponsible mortgages. It is 
time we take some preventative action 
to make certain homeowners have ac-
cess to professionals which will assist 
them in understanding what they are 
getting into, and hopefully not only de-
linquency but ultimately foreclosure. 

The amendment I am offering today 
is a simple transfer of funds, yet will 

go great lengths to ensure that the 
American people have access to addi-
tional necessary resources before pur-
chasing a home. 

Mr. OLVER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SCHOCK. I will. 
Mr. OLVER. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
I think the gentleman has found a 

very appropriate amendment. It takes 
a small amount of money from a very 
large program to put into a program 
that we have supported and I have sup-
ported strongly. I am perfectly willing 
to accept the gentleman’s amendment. 

b 1430 

Mr. LATHAM. I will join the chair-
man, and we will certainly be glad to 
accept the amendment. 

Mr. SCHOCK. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. SCHOCK). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. CAO 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 6 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. CAO. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 6 offered by Mr. 
CAO: 

Page 152, line 17, strike ‘‘bi-annually’’ and 
insert ‘‘quarterly’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. CAO) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. CAO. Mr. Chairman, I rise today 
in support of amendment No. 6 to the 
appropriations bill. I thank Chairman 
OLVER and Ranking Member LATHAM 
for their support and assistance. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment will 
require the Neighborhood Reinvest-
ment Corporation, also known as 
Neighborworks, to report to Congress 
on a quarterly rather than biannual 
basis on their efforts to mitigate mort-
gage defaults. Given the current con-
cerns over the state of the housing and 
financial markets and the outlay of 
taxpayer dollars, it is imperative that 
we pass this amendment to strengthen 
congressional oversight of this agency. 

I’m not criticizing the good work 
that Neighborworks has done. In fact, I 
appreciate their service to several 
projects in my district, including a 
soft-second mortgage program and the 
Hoops for Homes partnership with the 
New Orleans Hornets. However, given 
the size of the corporation and the 
scope of its financial work, 
Neighborworks should report to Con-
gress more frequently to help us under-
stand and facilitate its efforts. The 
Constitution allows Congress to dele-
gate its ‘‘power of the purse’’ as it 
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pleases. However, we must do so with 
care and deliberation, no matter how 
well-meaning the project. Congress 
needs to be balanced in its commit-
ment to repairing the housing market. 
Just as we are keeping close watch 
over the expenditure of taxpayer funds 
in bailout money, we need to keep the 
same watch over other Federal pro-
grams. 

I encourage a ‘‘yes’’ vote on this 
amendment. 

I reserve my time. 
Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I claim 

the time in opposition, but I am not 
opposed. 

The CHAIR. Without objection, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. OLVER. In fact, I am willing to 

accept the gentleman’s amendment. 
Mr. LATOURETTE. Will the chair-

man yield? 
Mr. OLVER. I’m happy to yield. 
Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the dis-

tinguished chairman. We are also 
pleased with the gentleman’s amend-
ment and are willing to accept it. 

Mr. CAO. I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. CAO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. 

FRELINGHUYSEN 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 7 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 7 offered by Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN: 

At the end of the bill, before the short 
title, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used by the Federal 
Aviation Administration to implement the 
New York/New Jersey/Philadelphia Airspace 
Redesign project. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself 1 minute. 

I rise today to offer an amendment, 
along with my colleagues LEONARD 
LANCE and RUSH HOLT of New Jersey 
and ELIOT ENGEL of New York, that 
would force the FAA to halt the imple-
mentation of its redesign of the New 
York/New Jersey/Philadelphia airspace 
unless they immediately address the 
issue of aircraft noise over our area. 
While the safety of passengers, their 
travel time, and the needs of the air-
line industry’s survival is paramount, 
so is the right of the people on the 
ground, not all of whom are air trav-

elers themselves, who have a right to a 
quality of life with a minimum expo-
sure to aircraft noise overhead. 

The FAA has never adequately ad-
dressed the issue of aircraft noise, de-
spite repeated congressional requests 
and statutory requirements to do so, 
not only for our part of the country, 
but across the Nation, as we have heard 
from various colloquies today. There 
were 13 lawsuits seeking to block this 
redesign because of noise and other en-
vironmental concerns. Members of 
Congress have proposed several studies 
that have sought to find other solu-
tions to improve the airspace. So, 
clearly, there is support for putting 
this redesign on hold. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield my-
self another 30 seconds, Mr. Chairman. 

Members of Congress have proposed 
several studies that have sought to find 
other solutions to improve the air-
space, so it is clear their support for 
putting this redesign on hold. Mr. 
Chairman, despite the fact that appro-
priations bills over many years that 
fund the FAA have directed the FAA to 
address the issue of aircraft noise, the 
FAA has turned a deaf ear to this issue. 
Maybe they will hear us this time. 

And I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I claim 

the time in opposition. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Massachusetts is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment that has been offered pro-
hibits the implementation of the New 
York airspace design which FAA has 
worked on now for about 10 years, and 
it would appear from the gentleman’s 
language that it is on the basis of air-
port noise, not the overhead noise, but 
rather the ground noise. Well, with air-
planes nowadays, each new sequence of 
airplanes is quieter than they were in 
the past, at all levels and more effi-
cient at all levels, whether they’re fly-
ing high or low or on the ground than 
had been previously the case. But that 
is only one point here. 

Many parts of this country have com-
pleted the redesign of the airspace in 
their regions over the last several 
years. And why is that important? 
Well, it is important because the na-
tional airspace is now carrying 750 mil-
lion passengers per year and is ex-
pected to be increasing by 50 percent 
between now and 2025. Today, already, 
40 percent of all flight delays in the na-
tional airspace system are part of the 
New York area flights, both incoming 
and outgoing, which then causes 
backups all over the country. 

We know we are approaching grid-
lock in our air traffic control system, 
which is based on a ground-based sight 
by radar system which is techno-
logically a half century old. It is really 
old technology. We know we need to 
switch to a network satellite-based 
system for traffic control much more 
quickly than the present estimate of 
the year 2025. 

To do that, we must finish airspace 
redesign all over the Nation, but par-
ticularly because of the congestion, the 
extensive congestion in the New York 
area, particularly in the New York 
area. So the space design and modern 
satellite-based traffic control allows 
planes to fly closer together, higher up, 
on a direct path, save energy in the 
process, run quieter because they can 
stay higher longer and be on the 
ground less than previously was the 
case. 

The added capacity is absolutely nec-
essary and will finally reduce delays in 
this most congested area by allowing 
the redesign benefits to accrue from 
environmental purposes, reducing 
emissions. Benefits are provided to the 
controllers because the new technology 
increases the flexibility in routing and 
helps balance their workload, and this 
amendment would delay the removal of 
congestion. It would prolong the use of 
outdated, inefficient technology. It 
would put noise reduction that is in 
the design process at bay, and it would 
delay the safe expansion of our air traf-
fic travel capacity. 

We have to move on in this 21st cen-
tury and develop the fully new tech-
nology. This amendment should be de-
feated. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-

man, I’m pleased to yield 1 minute to 
my colleague from New Jersey (Mr. 
HOLT). 

Mr. HOLT. I thank my colleague, Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, for yielding time to 
me. I certainly support what the chair-
man has done in this bill, and I com-
mend him for it. I’m not opposed to re-
design of our airspace, but I am op-
posed to FAA’s current redesign plan. 
The FAA developed and implemented 
the redesign without consulting key 
stakeholders, for example, the National 
Air Traffic Controllers Association, 
who are the primary users of these pro-
cedures. 

Last year the FAA changed what is 
known as the ‘‘dispersal headings’’ for 
Newark and Philadelphia airports de-
spite insufficient testing, unpublished 
procedures and failing to train the pi-
lots and controllers. This led to fre-
quent miscommunication between pi-
lots and controllers, planes steering off 
course and near-collisions. 

This amendment would strike the 
funding for continuing the New York/ 
New Jersey/Philadelphia metropolitan 
airspace design to allow time for the 
FAA, the National Air Traffic Control-
lers and other parties to work together 
to develop a comprehensive, multilat-
eral approach to improving the system. 
Funding this project, going ahead as it 
is, is putting the safety of our constitu-
ents at risk, not dealing properly with 
noise or the efficiency of air travel. I 
urge my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would like 
to yield time to Mr. ELIOT ENGEL from 
New York. 
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Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

today in strong support of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey’s amendment 
to restrict funding for the FAA’s ill- 
conceived New York/New Jersey/Phila-
delphia airspace redesign plan. This 
plan was jammed down our throats 
with zero input from the residents it 
harms the most. It would put an addi-
tional 200 to 400 flights a day over my 
constituents in Rockland County, New 
York, with lots and lots of overhead 
noise, and the FAA won’t even tell us 
how much. They tried to do it without 
any kind of public hearing. They tried 
to sneak it. They have been a bad play-
er and have acted in bad faith. There 
was no notification to myself or other 
elected officials whose districts are af-
fected. The residents have not had 
ample opportunities to have their con-
cerns and comments heard. 

Landing at Newark Airport right 
over my communities is totally unac-
ceptable. The noise level will be in-
creased and, again, FAA doesn’t tell us 
how much. I have let President Obama, 
Secretary LaHood and FAA Adminis-
trator Babbitt know that I am totally 
opposed to this. I commend the gen-
tleman from New Jersey for this 
amendment. This plan must be de-
feated. It is not going to serve anyone, 
certainly not our country. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. COSTELLO) who is the chair-
man of the Aviation Subcommittee of 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank you for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the amendment offered by my friend 
from New Jersey. The amendment 
would prevent the FAA from funding 
the implementation of the New York/ 
New Jersey/Philadelphia metropolitan 
airspace redesign. The FAA’s airspace 
redesign efforts will play a critical 
near-term role in enhancing capacity, 
reducing delays, transitioning to more 
flexible routing and ultimately saving 
money for the airlines and airspace 
users in fuel costs. 

After 9 years of evaluation and a cost 
of over $53 million to the taxpayers, 
the FAA announced that it would im-
plement a new airspace structure for 
the five major airports and several re-
gional airports serving the New York/ 
New Jersey/Philadelphia metropolitan 
area in September 2007. 

Congestion and delays in this region 
ripple through the entire aviation sys-
tem and cause delays all throughout 
our entire national airspace system. 
The FAA did extensive analysis and 
held more than 120 public meetings in 
five States throughout the environ-
mental process. Delay benefits are esti-
mated to reach 20 percent by the year 
2011 compared to the amount of delays 
the air traffic system would have with-
out the changes. 

According to the FAA, one-half mil-
lion fewer people will be exposed to 
noise under this plan compared to no 
change at all. In July 2008, the GAO 

issued a report on the airspace redesign 
and concluded the FAA’s methodology 
to assess operational and noise impacts 
was reasonable. 

Mr. Chairman, we must not delay the 
redesign project. We must modernize 
our airspace and move forward with 
the NextGen Air Transportation Sys-
tem. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, in closing, let me thank both 
Chairman OLVER and Mr. LATHAM, the 
ranking member, for a good bill. We 
are just trying to perfect it. And let me 
just say to Mr. COSTELLO, and I thank 
him for his leadership on these issues, 
I got the $53 billion through the appro-
priations process. And you would think 
that they could at least recognize the 
high incidence of aircraft noise over 
New York and New Jersey. This is a 
wake-up call to the FAA. We are not 
the only States where redesign is about 
to happen. I do think people on the 
ground have a right to let the FAA 
know, as they proceed with their rede-
sign plans, that aircraft noise does af-
fect the quality of life for Americans 
all around the Nation. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. Chair, I 
rise in strong support for the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, to require that the FAA re-
strict the use of any funding for the implemen-
tation of the New York/New Jersey/Philadel-
phia metropolitan area airspace redesign. 

I have no issue with improving the quality of 
air travel; I agree that flight delays are a seri-
ous problem, particularly at New York-area air-
ports. I simply want to ensure that a fair and 
appropriate balance is reached between the 
quality of flight in the air and the quality of life 
on the ground. 

For many years now, I have fought the FAA 
on its current plan to redraw the airspace over 
New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut. It 
would redirect thousands of flights per year 
over the houses of many of my constituents. 
This increased aircraft noise affects peoples 
daily lives in many ways. It is more than a nui-
sance. Aircraft noise can adversely affect chil-
dren in schools; the elderly in nursing facilities; 
and families in their homes. Additionally, these 
homes may decrease in value as a result of 
this aircraft noise. 

Proponents of the airspace redesign have 
long maintained that it is necessary to rede-
sign the airspace because a significant portion 
of the delays in our national airspace derive 
from the tri-state area. We have long main-
tained that redesigning the airspace in the way 
the FAA is proposing would have very little ef-
fect on delays but would adversely affect the 
lives of thousands of people. 

There is still time for the FAA to achieve a 
balance in this process between the needs of 
those in the air and those on the ground. This 
amendment would force the FAA to delay im-
plementation of the redesign plan and find an 
alternative that would achieve a better balance 
between competing interests. I strongly sup-
port the gentleman’s amendment, and urge its 
adoption. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New Jersey will be postponed. 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MRS. 
BLACKBURN 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 8 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. I have an amend-
ment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 8 offered by Mrs. 
BLACKBURN: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title) insert the following: 

TITLE V—FIVE PERCENT REDUCTION 

SEC. 501. Each amount appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by this Act that is not 
required to be appropriated or otherwise 
made available by a provision of law is here-
by reduced by 5 percent. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669 the gentlewoman from Ten-
nessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Tennessee. 

b 1445 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, as 
I have said so often this year, I rise in 
defense of the American taxpayer. And 
once again, we find ourselves on the 
floor considering still more Federal 
spending. That spending hasn’t brought 
back the millions of lost jobs. Our con-
stituents are still asking, Where are 
the jobs? And as my colleagues have 
promised me, they’re going to continue 
to ask that question. 

It hasn’t promoted the economic 
growth that is so desperately needed. 
What it has done, it has produced a def-
icit that will likely top $2 trillion this 
year. It has contributed to the largest 
Federal debt this Nation has ever 
known. That is the debt that my grand-
children will have to pay in missed op-
portunities and needless sacrifices. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment ap-
plies a 5 percent cut to this appropria-
tions bill. That is a 5 percent cut to 
programs whose spending has increased 
by 146 percent over the last 3 years. 
That is 146 percent over the last 3 
years. That is a 5 percent cut to pro-
grams that have already gotten $62 bil-
lion this year from the stimulus. 

Mr. Chairman, I will shortly yield my 
time, but before I do, let me preview 
what I am sure my distinguished col-
league will say in objecting to my 
amendment. He is likely to suggest 
that across-the-board cuts are bad be-
cause they do all the careful bipartisan 
work that is necessary to produce a 
good bill. And we know that everyone 
works hard on this legislation. We ap-
preciate that. But we know there is 
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more work that can be done in per-
fecting these bills. 

He’ll tell us that this bill has made 
tough choices already this year, and re-
spectfully, I disagree. How many hard 
choices have we really made as a body 
when we have seen spending more than 
$14 billion than was spent last year? 

My esteemed colleagues may go 
through a litany of vital programs that 
would be destroyed by a 5 percent 
across-the-board cut. What my col-
leagues don’t many times mention is 
that a 5 percent cut would allow each 
of the programs to still grow by 11 per-
cent from last year’s funding. And 
probably what we will hear is that this 
committee isn’t really spending that 
much more, if you don’t count the 
stimulus spending. 

Now, all of these are things that we 
have heard this year during these 5 per-
cent debates, but, Mr. Chairman, I will 
say I do count that stimulus spending. 
I count every penny we’re spending be-
cause, indeed, it is my grandchildren 
who are some day going to have to pay 
this money back. 

And with that, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tlewoman from Tennessee is quite cor-
rect. I will claim that an across-the- 
board cut of the sort that has been pro-
posed in this amendment is the worst 
possible way that one can do this sort 
of thing. 

In my opening remarks, I pointed out 
that this legislation has some $47 bil-
lion of appropriation for housing pro-
grams and that it’s above the Presi-
dent’s request in that area because we 
are trying to fill the gap for what has 
happened over the last 8 years of cuts 
in so many of the housing investment 
programs. And let me just give you an 
example of this. 

One of the points I made in the open-
ing was that one of the things we were 
particularly trying to do in the very 
good housing parts of this legislation 
was to support vulnerable populations. 
And so in replacement of several years, 
5 years in a row of cuts in elder hous-
ing and in disabled housing, in tenant- 
and project-based assistance in our 
PHA’s major programs, we didn’t al-
ways allow the cuts that the adminis-
tration had applied and had requested, 
and we usually, in fact, didn’t do that 
because people in here are concerned 
about what’s going on in the matter of 
people’s lives. However, the cuts were 
made. 

And I would like to just point out 
that if you go back to the year 2001 and 
use a 1 percent, a 1 percent per year in-
flationary factor to each of those hous-
ing program investments that we 
would make, that would bring you to a 
point $1.5 billion above where the 
present legislation proposes in this bill. 

So what I’m saying there is that an 
across-the-board cut of the sort that 

has been suggested by the gentle-
woman from Tennessee simply cuts 
those places that we particularly want-
ed to put money into in order to fill 
the gap that has been growing over a 
period of years, and it’s the wrong 
thing to do. 

It would hurt our elders. It would 
hurt our people who are in affordable 
housing in either the tenant- or the 
project-based systems. It would cut 
Hope VI. It would cut the program for 
housing for people with AIDS, the elder 
and disabled housing and CDBG. All of 
those were programs that were delib-
erately reduced year after year or rec-
ommendations made for a reduction, 
and, in fact, over time had been re-
duced substantially compared with the 
’01 appropriation. 

So this has particularly bad effects 
on those programs, particularly the 
housing programs that have been well- 
funded in the bill that we have before 
us. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I 

will simply point out that we have to 
realize that this is taxpayer money, 
not government money, and what we 
are hearing from the taxpayers of this 
great Nation is that spending is out of 
control. A $1 trillion deficit is too 
much. A Federal debt that is at record 
levels is too much spending. And tax-
payers are telling us they are tired of 
us spending money on programs they 
don’t want. And it’s, as one of my con-
stituents has said, that we are spending 
money she hasn’t made on programs 
that she doesn’t want. And they are 
right to speak out to us about this. 

I will also point out that our States, 
which function under balanced budget 
amendments, are great labs of experi-
mentation in State budgeting. Our 
States make across-the-board cuts. In 
making an across-the-board cut in this 
appropriations bill, you would still 
have 11 percent growth in these pro-
grams. And that is significant because 
in the last 3 years, as I said, this fund-
ing has increased 146 percent. 

You have programs in this bill that 
received 62 billion additional dollars 
through the stimulus, and a 5 percent 
cut would save the American taxpayer 
$3.44 billion. That would be the savings 
that is there. 

We all know as we budget at the Fed-
eral level we use baseline budgeting, 
and a good thing about making across- 
the-board cuts is that it helps reset 
that baseline. And what we have seen 
with our Federal budget, as we have 
had the additional spending with our 
stimulus, with these additional appro-
priations, is those numbers are rising. 
And yes, indeed, the taxpayers are re-
minding us they are going through the 
roof and they are tired of that. They 
want the spending, the out-of-control 
spending to stop. 

Every year, taxpayers sit down and 
they write out their check to Uncle 
Sam, and when they send that check 
in, they know they’re delaying their 
priorities. 

I urge support of the amendment. 
Mr. OLVER. I would just reiterate 

that while I’m not in favor of cutting 
the bill that we have put forward, I 
think it is a good bill, that this is by 
far the worst way that you could pos-
sibly do that, and I would urge the de-
feat of the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Tennessee will be post-
poned. 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. 
BURTON OF INDIANA 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 9 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 9 offered by Mr. 
BURTON of Indiana: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used by Amtrak to pro-
vide free alcohol. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. BURTON) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Well, first 
of all, I want to thank the Rules Com-
mittee for making this amendment in 
order, and I don’t think it’s controver-
sial. I hope my colleague agrees with 
that. 

Back in the summer of 2007, Amtrak 
was trying to get more passengers on 
their luxury line, and so they decided 
that they would give people a $100 cou-
pon to get free alcohol on the trip. It 
was a way to try to encourage rider-
ship. Well, unfortunately, that didn’t 
work, and 1 year later the GrandLuxe 
line on Amtrak shut down, and they no 
longer have used the $100 incentive by 
giving people $100 worth of alcohol to 
ride the train. 

And so what my amendment does is— 
very simply says that that will not be 
included in any future Amtrak legisla-
tion, that we will no longer be giving 
free alcohol as an incentive for people 
to ride the train. And I might add, with 
all of the rail accidents we’ve had re-
cently, it’s probably a darn good idea. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. I claim the time in op-

position, though I am not opposed to it 
and I will not oppose it. 

The CHAIR. Without objection, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 
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There was no objection. 
Mr. LATHAM. Does the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. OLVER. I will yield. 
Mr. LATHAM. I rise in support of the 

amendment also. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Well, thank 

you very much. 
You know, I learned one thing a long 

time ago, Mr. Chairman. When you’ve 
got everything going the right way, 
you shut up. So with that, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. OLVER. I yield back. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. BURTON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. 

JORDAN OF OHIO 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 10 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 10 offered by Mr. 
JORDAN of Ohio: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Appropriations made in this Act 
are hereby reduced in the amount of 
$20,050,000,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. JORDAN) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
let me first say I appreciate the work 
of the chairman and our ranking mem-
ber. But what I also appreciate is the 
fact that last week, for the first time 
in American history, our deficit 
reached $1 trillion, and we are not 
through the fiscal year yet, and some 
estimate that this could go as high as 
$2 trillion. So what I bring before the 
body today is a very straightforward 
amendment. 

It says let’s take that first step in 
trying to get our fiscal house in order. 
Let’s take that, what I will call, mod-
est first step. Let’s go back to where 
we were just 91⁄2 months ago, before the 
stimulus, before the omnibus, before 
all this ridiculous spending got ahold 
of Congress. Let’s go back to where we 
were just 91⁄2 months ago and let’s live 
on that amount of money in this appro-
priation bill. After all, there are all 
kinds of families, all kind of small 
business owners, all kinds of American 
taxpayers who are doing just that. 

b 1500 

Now, just like in the amendment a 
little while ago that my colleague from 
Tennessee offered, I am sure that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts will be 
opposed to this one, and will stand up 
and say, Well, we can’t have this cut. 

Again, remember, this is not a cut. 
This is taking us back to where we 

were less than a year ago before we had 
done the stimulus and the omnibus 
spending. As I indicated, it is exactly 
where a lot of families—and maybe 
more importantly—a lot of small busi-
ness owners are functioning right now. 

Mr. Chairman, I would reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
time in opposition. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. OLVER. Well, it sounds so sim-
ple, only 91⁄2 months ago, but in fact, of 
course, the funding level that has been 
proposed here would take this bill back 
to the appropriated level for the fiscal 
year 2008. We’re talking about the year 
2010. We’re talking about a year start-
ing several months from now and going 
forward a year, and he’s talking about 
91⁄2 months ago being the end of that 
fiscal year, the end of the 2008 fiscal 
year, and that was funding the year 
prior to that. So it is really taking a 
step backward 2 years in the funding 
level. 

As everybody knows, while we have 
had a bad economy, the inflation level 
has stayed relatively low—that’s true— 
but this kind of a funding level, taking 
$20 billion out of this appropriation, 
then has the effect of cutting a huge 
number of programs by an average of 16 
percent for the next fiscal year. It is an 
unsustainable number for the kinds of 
efforts that one needs to have in hous-
ing. As I’ve indicated, for housing, 
there is growth in this. I agree there is 
growth in this bill. 

On the transportation side, the major 
point of growth is in the high-speed 
rail program. The high-speed rail pro-
gram is putting forward money that 
actually will extend out over a series of 
years. It doesn’t all happen in the first 
year by any means at all. We all know 
that. It creates jobs over a period of 
time in the building of that infrastruc-
ture. 

In the case of housing, again, if one 
tries to cut the housing programs, it 
will be particularly bad for vulnerable 
populations, and we should not do that. 

I oppose the amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I would just ask the question: How bad 
does it have to get? Do we have to get 
to a $2 trillion deficit? Do we have to 
get to a $3 trillion deficit? How bad 
does it have to get before we can sim-
ply say this: Let’s just hold the line. 
Let’s just quit making the problem 
worse. How bad does it have to get be-
fore we can do something that every 
single family has had to do at some 
point in their lives and that every sin-
gle small business owner has had to do 
at some point? How bad does it have to 
get before we can take the first step— 
again, that modest first step? 

Think about where we’re heading. 
Over the next 10 years, with the pace of 
spending we’re at right now, the Fed-
eral debt is going to go to $23 trillion. 
Now think about what it takes to pay 

that off. You first have to balance the 
budget. Then you have to run a $1 tril-
lion surplus for 23 straight years, and 
that doesn’t even count the interest, 
which is now approaching $1 billion a 
day. 

I offered a balanced budget. A few 
months ago, we voted on the budget, 
which sets the context for this. I of-
fered a balanced budget, and we re-
viewed it. Our budget didn’t balance 
until the last year, until the 10th year 
of the budget window. We didn’t bal-
ance until the last year, and we were 
viewed as the radicals. 

I go back home and talk to folks. In 
my district, they look at me, and they 
say, JORDAN, you big sissy. Balance it 
in 4 or 5 years. What are you doing tak-
ing 10 years? That’s the perspective the 
American people have. Yet, here in 
Washington, we continue to spend and 
spend and spend, and we can’t even 
take that simple, modest first step of 
saying, You know what? Let’s just live 
on what we were living on 9 months 
ago. Let’s start to get our fiscal house 
in order. Let’s start to do what the 
American people have to do all the 
time. That’s all this amendment does. 

Mr. Chairman, I would yield back the 
balance of my time, and I would urge a 
‘‘yes’’ vote. 

Mr. OLVER. There is no direction in 
the amendment, itself. It merely says 
cut the total expenditure by $20 billion, 
which is one-sixth of the sum total of 
the legislation. All I can do is say, if 
one were to do that by one-sixth of the 
appropriation for affordable housing, 
for our tenant- and project-based sys-
tems, we would be putting out 400,000 
families. Yes, it’s bad, but it’s those 
low-income families who are probably 
in the worst shape and in the most 
needy shape of all. I’m not sure that we 
want to do that. I certainly don’t want 
to see that happen, and I hope the ma-
jority will not want to see that happen. 

Let me just close by urging a ‘‘no’’ 
vote on this amendment. It is a slash- 
and-burn kind of an amendment. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio will be postponed. 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. 
NEUGEBAUER 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 11 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 11 offered by Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 
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TITLE IV 

ADDITIONAL GENERAL PROVISIONS 
SEC. 414. Appropriations made in this Act 

are hereby reduced in the amount of 
$13,553,000,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. NEUGEBAUER) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today on a simple mission: to help 
get some of the taxpayers’ money back. 

We passed an historic spending bill 
back in February, saddling our chil-
dren and our grandchildren with moun-
tains of debt. We were told that these 
funds would go towards projects that 
were targeted, temporary and, most 
importantly, timely—referred to as 
‘‘shovel-ready.’’ Well, guess what, Mr. 
Chairman? 

According to the White House’s own 
Web site, recovery.gov, just 11 projects 
have been awarded by the Department 
of Transportation so far. Just 11 
projects. So we rushed out to spend $20- 
plus billion. We were told we can’t wait 
until we get through the normal appro-
priations process. We’ve got to go 
spend this money right now so we can 
get it out and so we can create the 
jobs. Let me tell you how reliable this 
recovery.gov is. 

Just this week, a military installa-
tion in my district was featured on the 
Drudge Report for what appeared to be 
excessive amounts of stimulus spend-
ing. It turns out that an error was, in 
fact, made by—you guessed it, Mr. 
Chairman—the operators of recov-
ery.gov. They couldn’t even enter a 
contract award correctly onto the Web 
site, which is supposed to be the model 
of government transparency. This is 
just one more example of how flawed 
this recovery process has been. 

One of the things that astounds me is 
that we said we had to go out and 
spend all of this money and that it was 
going to create jobs. Well, the question 
is: Where are the jobs, Mr. Chairman? 
What we’ve seen since we passed this 
recovery package is that people have 
lost their jobs. Today, 14 million people 
are out of work; 9.5 percent of Ameri-
cans don’t have jobs. Do you know 
what we’re helping them do now? We’re 
saying, You know what? We know you 
don’t have a job, and we know you’re 
having a hard time getting by. Do you 
know what we’re going to do? We’re 
going to pile up mounds and mounds 
and mounds of debt so that your chil-
dren and grandchildren will have to 
work 25 hours a day just to pay the 
debt. 

Mr. Chairman, what this simple 
amendment does is say, You know 
what? We were wrong. We thought we 
could spend this $21 billion. We needed 
to get it out immediately. We found 
out we can’t, so we’re going to give 
part of that money back. We’re going 
to give $13 billion of it back. 

Let me tell you the logic of what this 
bill does today. We said we had to rush 

to get this $21 billion spent. What we’re 
saying and what we know is that now 
13 projects and less than $1 billion of 
contracts have been awarded. Do you 
know what we’re going to reward the 
government to do? We’re going to say, 
Y’all did such a bad job of not spending 
the $21 billion we gave you back in the 
spring that we’re going to reward you. 
We’re going to give you another $21 bil-
lion of the taxpayers’ money. By the 
way, Mr. Chairman, it’s $21 billion we 
don’t have. It’s $21 billion we don’t 
have. 

So what we’re going to have to do is 
not only give them another $21 billion, 
but we’re going to have to borrow $21 
billion from China or from Japan or 
from some other country. It just 
doesn’t make sense to keep going down 
this path. Mr. Chairman, we have to 
stop that. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. I claim time in opposi-

tion. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Massachusetts is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is $13 billion. Therefore, 
compared with what I call ‘‘slash and 
burn,’’ this is slash and burn a little bit 
less than the previous one. Generally, 
there is no direction as to how one 
might do it, and I’m left with the ques-
tion of what kinds of impacts this one 
might have. 

I would point out that it would have 
an impact of now, not the 16 percent 
but only an 11 or 12 percent cut—rough-
ly 11, I guess it would be—on all of our 
transit programs, on the public trans-
portation programs that we fund and 
that move people around in as efficient 
a way as they possibly can. It would 
have a similar effect on all of our air 
traffic safety programs, on all of the ef-
forts that we have to make in order to 
have our airports and our air traffic 
controller systems function appro-
priately. All of those things come from 
this kind of an amendment. This would 
take us back to a freeze of the ’09 lev-
els, not the ’08 levels, which was the 
previous one, but it would be a freeze 
at the ’09 levels. 

I oppose the amendment. I urge de-
feat of the amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER. I dare to dis-

agree with the gentleman. What we’re 
stopping from happening here is what 
we call in Texas ‘‘double dipping,’’ be-
cause we gave them $21 billion from 
some of these same programs less than 
6 months ago. They’ve only spent 11 
percent of it, so I don’t think we’re 
cutting anything. 

What we’re saying is we’re going to 
cut out the monkey business here. 
We’re not going to allow them to dou-
ble dip, and we’re going to give that 
money back to the American people, 
Mr. Chairman. They’re not even going 
to spend this $21 billion probably in the 
next fiscal year. They’ve spent only 11 
percent since the inception of this bill. 
So we’re not cutting anything. We’re 

just saying, Hey, you’re having trouble 
spending the first $21 billion. We’d like 
this $21 billion back. If you want to 
bring it back in another appropriations 
bill, we’ll allow you to do that, but the 
problem is that we are accumulating 
this huge debt. Our national debt is at 
$11.7 trillion. That’s $37,000 for every 
American in this country. 

In just a few months, I’m going to 
have my third grandchild. Do you 
know what? I’m going to give that 
child a present or, I guess, the govern-
ment is going to give that child a 
present. I’m going to write a letter and 
say, Your granddaddy was here to in-
form you that, on your birthday, you 
owe $37,000 right out of the chute. 

The American people are fed up with 
it. They want their money back. We 
cannot allow these government agen-
cies to double dip. They’re not spend-
ing the American taxpayers’ money 
wisely. They’re not creating jobs, and 
they’re sick and tired of it. They’re fed 
up. If you really want to make a mark 
in this Congress, vote for this amend-
ment, and give the American people 
their money back. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman has just made an argument and 
continues to make an argument about 
the level of debt. 

In 1980, when President Carter left of-
fice, the national debt of the country 
was about $1 trillion. Twelve years 
later, the debt of the country had 
reached $4 trillion. It had quadrupled. 
It had quadrupled in those 12 years. In 
the following 8 years, the debt went up 
again by another $1.4 trillion, so that 
at the end of President Clinton’s term, 
the debt had gone up about one-third 
more, just slightly more than one-third 
more. Then during the Presidency of 
the previous President, we saw the debt 
go from $5.4 trillion to $10.5 trillion as 
he left office. Then it went up almost 
double in just an 8-year period. 

Now there is concern since we have 
been in a recession for more than a 
year now, the first five quarters of 
which were clearly in the previous ad-
ministration with the housing crisis, a 
deep recession with severe losses of 
jobs throughout the last year. They’re 
continuing. This is a deep recession, 
but this is not a time to be cutting our 
most vulnerable people through this 
sort of action. This action is the wrong 
action to take. We will grow out of this 
over time. I urge defeat of the amend-
ment. 

b 1515 

I yield back my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. NEUGEBAUER). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
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amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas will be postponed. 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. 
STEARNS 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 12 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. STEARNS. I have an amendment 
at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 12 offered by Mr. 
STEARNS: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title) insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Each amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act that is 
not required to be appropriated or otherwise 
made available by a provision of law is here-
by reduced by 25 percent. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. STEARNS) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment is a little bit like Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER’s, pretty much straight-
forward. It freezes the transportation 
spending in the Transportation-HUD 
appropriations bill just simply at last 
year’s level. Obviously with the econ-
omy contracting and unemployment 
rising, it’s not responsible to dras-
tically increase spending by almost $14 
billion, and this represents a 25 percent 
increase over our current levels. This 
funding obviously does not even in-
clude the $62 billion that came from 
the stimulus act. 

So if the stimulus act funding is 
taken into account, even with the 25 
percent reduction that I am proposing, 
funding for the Department of Trans-
portation and the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development would re-
ceive an increase of $48 billion over last 
year. And that’s, of course, with the 
stimulus package. 

So think about this. You have this 
bill. You have the stimulus package, 
which adds additional money. So in a 
sense we’re asking just to freeze the 
spending level at 2009-fiscal year level. 

You know, when you take a look at 
all the appropriations spending com-
bined, funding for programs within this 
bill will have increased 146 percent 
since the Democrats took over in the 
year 2007. This level of spending is sim-
ply unsustainable in the light of the 
Nation’s growing deficits and the debt. 

Now, there’s a lot of good programs 
in this bill that I strongly support, but 
increasing all these programs by 25 per-
cent at a time when we’re drowning in 
debt and experiencing the worst eco-
nomic crisis in decades is simply un-
wise. For example, discretionary spend-
ing for the Department of Transpor-
tation is increased by $4.5 billion, or 27 
percent, including a 25 percent increase 
for the Office of the Secretary and a 
whopping 1,384 percent increase for the 
Federal Railroad Administration. 

The Department of Housing and 
Urban Development also receives an in-
crease of $1.6 billion, or 3 percent, in 
discretionary spending, including a 100 
percent funding increase for the HOPE 
VI program. The HOPE VI program, 
President Obama proposed that pro-
gram to eliminate it. 

So approving this huge increase with-
out doing anything about the budget 
disaster looming on the horizon obvi-
ously is only going to magnify the 
problems for this country. Families 
across my congressional district and 
across the country are having trouble. 
They are tightening their belts during 
this tough economic time. They don’t 
have the luxury of an unlimited gov-
ernment credit card that allows them 
to simply throw borrowed money at 
every single problem they face. In-
stead, they have to set priorities and 
make tough spending decisions. 

So I don’t think it is too much to ask 
Congress to do the same thing, and I 
say to my colleagues on that side, are 
your constituents getting a 25 percent 
increase over the last year? I don’t 
think so. 

This Congress and President Obama 
continue to ignore the fact that this 
reckless spending will bury our chil-
dren and our grandchildren under a 
mountain of debt. In fact, in a recent 
report, the nonpartisan Congressional 
Budget Office warned that excessive 
spending proposed by this administra-
tion and the Democrat leadership in 
Congress such as contained in this bill, 
as a good example, will drive the De-
partment-to-GDP ratio from 41 percent 
to a staggering 71 percent. You know, 
we’re just doubling the national debt in 
5 years. So we must hold the line, at-
tempt to hold the line on spending and 
make sound budget choices that are 
sustainable and that do not rely on 
continued deficits and borrowing. 

Obviously, there’s plenty of blame to 
go around, but here at this point we 
have an opportunity to stand up. We 
have a lot of work to do. I think this is 
a good amendment. I think we should 
start forward by simply passing my 
amendment, by saying that we should 
hold the line here and keep the spend-
ing under control. 

I urge my colleagues to support this. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Massachusetts is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. OLVER. I thank the gentleman 
for his amendment. The gentleman’s 
amendment is actually slash-and-burn 
sort of squared, essentially, because it 
puts the whole pressure of the reduc-
tion—it’s not as large a dollar reduc-
tion—but it is all focused deliberately 
and directly upon discretionary ex-
penditure. 

And of course, when the gentleman 
points out that he is strongly in favor 
of a lot of the programs here, I’m sure 
that there are a few of those programs 
that are discretionary programs, per-

haps not all of them, though I suspect 
that there are a fair number of pro-
grams that he doesn’t particularly like 
and that are mandatory programs as 
well. 

So, again, we have here a very large 
cut in the budget that is proposed by 
taking 25 percent out of the discre-
tionary programs, and the arguments 
would only be repetitious, and I don’t 
mean to take people’s time. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, how 

much time do I have? 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Florida has 1 minute. 
Mr. STEARNS. I would say to my 

colleague from western Massachusetts, 
the beautiful country up there, you 
have in this bill, there’s a 25 percent 
increase for the Office of Secretary. 

I would ask my colleagues, are his 
constituents getting a 25 percent raise 
in western Massachusetts, you know, 
running from Springfield up to Deer-
field across from Hatfield over to Am-
herst. I don’t think they’re getting a 25 
percent increase. 

And if you look at the Federal Rail-
road Administration, it has a whopping 
1,384 percent increase. So I would ask 
my colleague to address those two 
questions. Does he support a 25 percent 
increase for the Office of Secretary, 
and does he support a whopping 1,384 
percent increase for the Federal Rail-
road Administration? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. We have in this legisla-

tion and in the Recovery Act earlier 
this year, we have added enormous ad-
ditional responsibilities to both the 
Secretary of Transportation, our good 
former colleague, very popular former 
colleague, now-Secretary Ray LaHood, 
in order to administer those properly 
and do what they are told to do under 
the Recovery Act, to get all of those 
moneys out and moving. For instance, 
they have gotten some 300 applications 
thereabouts for the high-speed rail 
moneys, the high-speed rail and inner 
city passenger rail programs. You’ve 
got to have people to look at those pro-
grams, to assess them, to decide which 
ones are the better ones, to move the 
paperwork so that we will be able to 
actually have those projects out where 
they’re going to get people to work as 
quickly as it’s possible to do. 

And the same thing is true for the 
Federal Rail Administration. The Sec-
retary’s office has certain key respon-
sibilities added to his. It is not nearly 
as much as the increase of responsibil-
ities that has been given to the Federal 
Rail Administration, which is really 
where the first monitoring and the 
first assessment and grading of all of 
the projects that have come in is. It’s 
an enormous program that is there, but 
it is part of what was expected to have 
to happen in order to make the high- 
speed rail and inner city passenger rail 
programs work. 

So I have no apology whatsoever for 
additional administrative assistance 
for making those things happen. If we 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:40 Jul 24, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00063 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K23JY7.087 H23JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
B

9S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8650 July 23, 2009 
hadn’t done that, we would have been 
killing the programs before they even 
could even get started, and that was 
not the purpose of the American Re-
covery Act in the first place. 

And again, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I 
think the gentleman hasn’t answered 
the question: Why a 1,384 percent in-
crease for the Federal Railroad Admin-
istration? 

Another question he hasn’t answered 
is, why is he increasing 100 percent 
funding for the HOPE VI program, 
which the President of the United 
States, your President, said he pro-
posed to eliminate? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman’s time 

has expired. 
Mr. OLVER. How much time do I 

have? 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Massachusetts has 11⁄2 minutes. 
Mr. OLVER. Well, I will simply say 

on that one that the President actually 
proposed a totally new program which 
had not been authorized at the $250 
million level. We, instead, decided be-
cause it was not authorized that we 
would leave it to authorization, and it 
was somewhat similar. It was in some 
ways an expansion of the HOPE VI pro-
gram and alteration of the HOPE VI 
program, he would say quite signifi-
cant alteration of that program, for a 
$250 million program. 

Instead, we put that money that he 
had requested into the HOPE VI, which 
we had in this Chamber, perhaps with-
out the gentleman’s vote, we had reau-
thorized last fall but hadn’t been acted 
upon by the Senate. It will be, again, 
acted upon by the House later this 
year, and there will be a reauthoriza-
tion, I would guess, within this year for 
the HOPE VI program, and that’s 
where the money has been placed. 

I yield back my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Florida will be postponed. 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED BY MR. 
TURNER 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 13 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. TURNER. I have an amendment 
at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 13 offered by Mr. 
TURNER: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to establish, issue, 

implement, adminster, or enforce any prohi-
bition or restriction on the establishment or 
effectiveness of any occupancy preference for 
veterans in supportive housing for the elder-
ly that (1) is provided assistance by the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and (2)(A) is or would be located on 
property of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, or (B) is subject to an enhanced use 
lease with the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. TURNER) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is a pro-veteran amend-
ment that would prohibit HUD funds 
from going toward enforcing regula-
tions against a veteran’s preference in 
HUD financing or HUD-financed hous-
ing that is built on a VA campus or is 
using a VA-enhanced use lease. 

This issue came to light in the Third 
District of Ohio because of a conflict 
between HUD rules and regulations and 
VA rules and regulations. In Dayton, 
Ohio, the St. Mary’s Neighborhood De-
velopment Corporation has been at-
tempting for several years to construct 
senior housing on the campus of the 
Dayton VA Medical Center. 

St. Mary’s was able to obtain an en-
hanced-use lease from the VA to con-
struct the housing on the Dayton VA 
campus. They were also able to obtain 
HUD section 202 funding that would 
allow for the financing of the construc-
tion for low-income senior housing. So 
we have VA providing the land and 
HUD providing funding, both VA and 
HUD agreeing that this would be an ex-
cellent project to help us respond to 
homeless veterans, to provide low-in-
come housing for veterans, and also to 
respond to the needs of seniors in the 
community. 

However, HUD has previously as-
serted that St. Mary’s may not be able 
to use these critical dollars if the VA 
lease requires a specific preference for 
veterans to occupy the proposed facil-
ity on the VA grounds. HUD has pro-
hibited a preference given to veterans 
housing in this facility on the Dayton 
VA campus. The VA rules and regula-
tions require that the VA assert and re-
quest a preference for that housing to 
be built on their campus. 

This amendment seeks to solve this 
issue by prohibiting funds in the bill to 
allow HUD to enforce their restriction 
against a preference for veterans. This 
is good for seniors, and this is good for 
veterans. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1530 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
time in opposition, though I am not op-
posed. 

The CHAIR. Without objection, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LATHAM. Would the gentleman 

yield? 

Mr. OLVER. I would yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. LATHAM. I certainly would sup-
port the gentleman’s amendment also. 

Mr. TURNER. I appreciate their sup-
port. 

I’m happy to yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. OLVER. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. TURNER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 14 OFFERED BY MR. 

RANGEL 
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 14 printed in part 
A of House Report 111–219. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 14 offered by Mr. 
RANGEL: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to implement or en-
force the requirement under section 12(c) of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437j(c); relating to community serv-
ice). 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. RANGEL) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Chairman, I’m 
joined in this amendment by Mr. 
FRANK of Massachusetts, Ms. WATERS 
of California, Mr. WATT of North Caro-
lina; and what it actually does is to 
prohibit the implementation of the 
Public Housing Community Service re-
quirement that those people who live 
in public housing are required to put in 
a certain number of community service 
hours. 

Nowhere do we have where people 
who find themselves in public housing 
have to be mandated to do certain 
hours of volunteer work. Indeed, 
there’s no funds available to enforce 
this mandate. 

The housing authority in the city of 
New York and other housing authori-
ties around the country think this is a 
worthless addition and vindictive that 
is put into the bill. 

It does not require section 8 and 
other people who are recipients of pub-
lic housing to do this. We have been 
successful in having it delayed. It 
should be repealed. We just have not 
got around to reviewing the entire leg-
islation. 

It’s not effective. It’s not working. 
It’s really an insult to people who do-
nated so much to their country and 
their community who find themselves 
in need of housing subsidy, to be man-
dated, more or less, to provide public 
service when those people who are able 
to do volunteer work are doing it any-
way. 
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So I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Chairman, I claim 

time in opposition. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. LATHAM. The purpose of the 

service commitment was sound at the 
time, and it still is. Residents were 
asked to participate in making their 
community better, improve the social 
interaction, and provide services for 
their communities including day care, 
education, after-school monitoring, 
and facility management. 

No one that is unable to participate 
is penalized, whether elderly, students, 
working parents, or any other of a long 
list of exemptions that are allowable 
under the law. 

The intent is not to make people 
work for their money. It’s to ensure 
that those who live in the community 
participate in keeping it safe, sanitary, 
affordable, and a vibrant community. 
This is what we ask of ourselves and 
our neighbors. 

For those who do participate, flexi-
bility is the centerpiece of the require-
ment. Residents have great flexibility 
over what service is provided and when 
it’s provided. Every attempt is made to 
ensure that the services of the parent 
can be made to benefit the children or 
the elderly citizens living in the au-
thority. 

Keep in mind, we’re only talking 
about 8 hours a month. Eight hours a 
month. This is not a hardship. 

It has provided a great benefit to 
each housing authority where it’s been 
actively implemented. If this require-
ment is removed, those services will be 
lost because every indication from the 
housing authority leadership indicates 
that there are no funds to replace the 
services now being provided by those 
residents. 

One of the arguments I’ve heard is 
that it’s hard on the PHAs to admin-
ister the program. This is just ridicu-
lous. Authorities receive millions in 
Federal funds each year to administer 
Federal requirements, and if the serv-
ice is lost, I don’t see anyone proposing 
to reduce the administrative funds pro-
vided in this bill. PHAs receive funds 
for federally required activities, and 
they should use them for those pur-
poses. 

Frankly, I think it’s a requirement 
that should stay in place and is no 
more than what we all require of our-
selves and our communities. When I go 
home it would be pretty hard to ex-
plain to my voters that 8 hours a 
month is just too great a burden to ask 
in order to ensure that their invest-
ment in the well being of the people 
and property is sustained. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. RANGEL. How much time do I 

have remaining? 
The CHAIR. The gentleman has 31⁄2 

minutes remaining. 
Mr. RANGEL. I yield 1 minute to the 

gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK). 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I 
thank the chairman of the Ways and 

Means Committee for his leadership on 
this issue, which has been sustained. 

The question is not whether or not 
we should be working to see that public 
housing residents require the skills, et 
cetera, that will help them, but how to 
do it. 

The community service requirement 
is a slapdash, honored in the breach. 
It’s a mandate resisted and resented by 
the people who have to administer it. 
We have in the bill that we voted out of 
committee today by a large vote, bi-
partisan vote, the reform of the vouch-
er system, which both the public hous-
ing and for vouchers includes the Mov-
ing to Work program, which is a so-
phisticated and balanced way to do this 
and provides funding for it. 

Those who administer public housing 
want to do that. They want to help 
people do this. But imposing on them 
the requirement to do work, imposing 
on people who are already underfunded 
the obligation to mandate whether 
every public housing resident is doing 8 
hours of leaf raking and snow shoveling 
doesn’t help anybody. It advances 
nothing. And it gets in the way of effi-
cient administration. 

We will do this the right way. And 
this is the wrong way, according to ev-
eryone who has been involved in a seri-
ous way with it. 

Mr. LATHAM. I would yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
LATOURETTE). 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the 
chairman and I thank Mr. LATHAM for 
yielding. I rise in opposition to this 
amendment. I was glad to hear the 
chairman of the full Financial Services 
Committee address this issue, because I 
was on that committee for 12 years. 
We’ve had this debate, and it’s lasted 
hours and hours and hours. 

And I will just indicate I’m glad he’s 
moving new legislation, but I would 
note that two of the cosponsors of this 
amendment, the full committee chair-
man and the subcommittee chairman 
in charge of this particular issue, and if 
there’s a problem with the service re-
quirement, I hope they’re going to fix 
it. He said he has. 

Secondly, on March 31 of this year, 
we passed the Edward M. Kennedy 
Serve America Act, H.R. 1388. The 
President believes in community serv-
ice. I assume anybody that voted for 
the act believes in community service. 
I know I did. And we are going to en-
courage community service. 

As Mr. LATHAM indicated, this is 2 
hours a week, 8 hours a month. I would 
accept the argument that some have 
made on the other side that this is tak-
ing a slap at people who are in a posi-
tion to require public assistance for 
housing; but I would suggest that when 
we are just bailing everybody out, 
when we give billions of dollars to peo-
ple on Wall Street, over my objection, 
for horrible business decisions in the 
subprime market and the 
securitization of mortgages, when we 
have given billions of dollars to car ex-
ecutives, automobile executives who 

have not reformed their business prac-
tices in 30 years and now find them-
selves to be bankrupt, when we have 
bailed out people that purchased homes 
they had no business purchasing be-
cause they could never afford it based 
upon their means, I would suggest we 
go in the direction not of removing this 
requirement, but let’s put community 
service on the Wall Street bankers. 

Let’s put it on the guys that run 
General Motors and Chrysler. Let’s put 
it on the people that have purchased 
homes and have thrust this Nation into 
debt. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Would 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I’m happy to 
yield. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I must 
have misplaced the bill. Should I look 
for a number that I hadn’t seen? If the 
gentleman wants to do it, why haven’t 
you? 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s question. I would just say 
since the majority resumed this 111th 
Congress, almost every rule that’s 
come to the floor has been closed. 

Mr. FRANK. Would the gentleman 
yield again? 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I’d be happy to 
yield. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman offered a resolution to the 
committee I chair. We passed it out 
unanimously. The gentleman knows he 
has always gotten a fair hearing in our 
committee. But I can’t listen to what 
he doesn’t say. 

Mr. LATHAM. May I inquire as to 
how much time remains. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman has 30 
seconds remaining. 

Mr. LATHAM. I would yield 30 sec-
onds to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I would just say 
to the gentleman, I praised the gen-
tleman on the floor for voting that 
Resolution of Inquiry out 63–0. I would 
also note that the distinguished major-
ity leader of the House, although you 
took that action more than 3 weeks 
ago, has yet to schedule that bill for 
activity on the floor. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Would 
the gentleman yield? He wouldn’t be in 
charge of the other one. You and I can 
work it out. So come to me about Wall 
Street and we’ll make a deal. 

Mr. RANGEL. I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
CAPUANO). 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, this 
isn’t about community service. Com-
munity service is something you do 
voluntarily, something you sign up for. 
Indentured servitude is when you are 
told this is what you will do because 
you are getting something from the 
government. 

Now, if that’s what you want to do, 
that’s fine with me. I like the idea of 
Wall Street people doing it. I also like 
the idea of little children who are get-
ting free lunches, let’s get them to 
work. And don’t forget the senior citi-
zens in senior housing. Let’s get them 
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to work. They can do a lot. And let’s 
not forget the farmers who get agricul-
tural subsidies to the tune of hundreds 
of thousands dollars. Let’s get them to 
work. 

Not ask them, not encourage them. 
Let’s demand it. And let’s do it on the 
basis of how much they earn. Because 
my guess is if you’re talking about 
poor people in public housing—first of 
all, I wouldn’t vote for 8 hours a 
month, 8 hours a year, or 8 minutes in 
a year. It’s indentured servitude no 
matter how you slice it. 

Now, I know early America was built 
on the back of indentured servitude. I 
know that. Most of the ancestors of the 
people in room were indentured. At one 
time in this country, about two-thirds 
of the people in America were. 

It’s wrong. We stopped it. We can’t 
let it go on today. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I say this 
to my Republican friends that I sin-
cerely wish we had a better balance of 
parties in this House and in this coun-
try. I sincerely wish that the things 
that we were debating would not be the 
rich against the poor, but it would be 
what we could do collectively to make 
this a stronger country, better edu-
cated, better health care, things that 
we can do to secure us. 

It would seem to me that when issues 
like this come up, that America—you 
can bet your life—that the minority 
party, if it concerns the poor, if it con-
cerns people that need some help, if it 
concerns health, if it concerns edu-
cation, we can almost depend that they 
would be walking lock-stock in opposi-
tion. 

Some of the reasons that they give 
would appear to be meritorious. But 
why is it that we always find the op-
posing party wanting to penalize, 
wanting to punish, and wanting to 
show that they have no compassion for 
those Americans who are less fortunate 
than themselves? 

I do hope that we can find some mid-
dle ground, not just to punish the Wall 
Street activists, which clearly that’s 
rhetorical; but that we can find some 
way that we can offer something so 
that the Republican Party would be 
able to get rid of this terrible stigma 
they have somehow thrust on them, 
that if it means compassion, if it 
means energy, if it means giving a 
hand out and a hand up, that we can 
depend on their support. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. RANGEL). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendments printed in part B of 
House Report 111–219. 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk designated as 
No. 1 in part B. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds in this Act 
under the heading ‘‘Federal Aviation Admin-
istration—Grants-in-Aid for Airports’’ shall 
be available for the Terminal Replacement 
project at Grand Forks International Airport 
in Grand Forks, North Dakota, and the 
amount in the first proviso under such head-
ing is hereby reduced by $500,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. This amendment would 
prohibit $500,000 from going to the 
Grand Forks International Airport in 
Grand Forks, North Dakota, and would 
reduce the overall cost of the bill by a 
commensurate amount. 

This is money going to an airport 
terminal. Yet we’re told that the funds 
that are being earmarked from this 
Airport Improvement Program account 
of the bill, this is a widely used com-
petitive grant program that others can 
apply for grants from. The Competitive 
Grant Program stipulates later that 
the funds can’t generally be used for 
terminals or terminal improvements. 

So the biggest question here, I guess, 
is why in the world we’re designating 
money from this account that is an ac-
count for competitive grants to be re-
ceived by applicants, why we’re desig-
nating it as an earmark to an airport 
terminal that typically falls outside of 
the purview of the funds in this ac-
count. 

I hope the sponsor can illuminate on 
that subject. 

And I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1545 

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Chair, I rise to 
claim time in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
North Dakota is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. POMEROY. I salute my colleague 
Mr. FLAKE for, once again, his vigor in 
trying to raise questions relative to 
spending. Certainly, these are public 
assets we’re talking about, and it’s a 
fine thing to have a discussion in the 
full light of day here in the House of 
Representatives for each and every line 
item, including a $500,000 issue that has 
been raised relative to the Grand Forks 
airport terminal. I, as a Representative 
of Grand Forks, am proud to give the 
details relative to what is an extremely 
important project for North Dakota. 

Airport improvement moneys in 
North Dakota typically run through 
the North Dakota Aeronautics Com-
mission. I would submit into the 
RECORD a letter from the North Dakota 
Aeronautics Commission relative to 
their support of this project as the first 
priority. 

Mr. FLAKE has raised the question in 
terms of whether airport improvement 
money raised is used for terminals. 

Most of it isn’t, some of it is. I have a 
chart here that shows about 12 percent, 
nearly 13 percent is used for terminals, 
and I would wager that nearly every 
Member of the Chamber has some evi-
dence of airport improvement grant 
money being used for terminals. 

Now, why would it be used for termi-
nals when principally its direction is 
elsewhere? Because each of us is en-
countering, in our districts, situations 
where the terminals, frankly, get be-
yond repair and must be attended to on 
a priority basis for the needs of the 
general public. The conditions of this 
airport are truly, deeply problematic. 
They involve issues of safety. 

Under the present layout of the air-
port terminal relative to the tower, a 
line of sight is actually blocked by vir-
tue of how they’re forced to use the 
terminal. Believe it or not, the Grand 
Forks International Airport is the 22nd 
busiest airport in the country. You 
might think, How can that possibly be? 
Well, we’re proud to host the Univer-
sity of North Dakota pilot training 
programs under the John Odegard 
School, one of the truly elite univer-
sity-based pilot training programs in 
the country, with enrollment well over 
1,000 students. They place a tremen-
dous traffic burden on what would oth-
erwise be a small airport facility. 

So safety issues really matter, espe-
cially considering the fact that you 
have got a lot of inexperienced pilots 
doing their training at this particular 
facility. 

We have issues of public safety. Se-
vere inundation of basement areas re-
sulting in everything from mold to 
threatened mechanical equipment, 
sump pumps running around the clock. 
Again, for a fairly substantial major 
facility, these are pitiful problems for 
a facility that desperately need to be 
addressed. 

We have security issues by the TSA 
screening equipment linked to equip-
ment in this basement area. We have 
ADA code deficiencies. One might ask, 
Well, is there a cheaper thing you can 
do than build a new terminal? A major 
renovation triggers addressing all of 
the ADA deficiencies in the building. 
That involves a massive amount of 
money. 

The Aeronautics Commission, the ex-
perts in North Dakota on this, believed 
it was essential to address in this fash-
ion. Passenger load this year up 11 per-
cent over ’08. It is an airport that con-
tinues to grow. It is a facility that 
needs to be done. 

So I thank Mr. FLAKE, my friend, for 
giving me the chance to explain these 
aspects of it. I stand here prepared to 
answer any questions the gentleman 
may have. 

NORTH DAKOTA AERONAUTIC 
COMMISSION, 

Bismarck, ND, Apr. 3, 2009. 
Congressman EARL POMEROY, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR HONORABLE CONGRESSMAN POMEROY: 
The North Dakota Aeronautics Commission 
has reviewed the 2010 FAA Airports Improve-
ment Program. In priority order, we ask that 
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the following airports be given strong con-
sideration of FAA’s Discretionary Grants: 

1. Grand Forks International Airport— 
Construct a two level air passenger terminal 
capable of boarding jet and regional aircraft. 
The building is designed for energy effi-
ciency, improved circulation of safety and 
security screening, and future expansion if 
necessary. Total cost in 2010 is $11,840,632 
with FAA share at $9,264,744. The state share 
is estimated at $500,000 and local share at 
$791,499. 

2. Devils Lake Regional Airport—Con-
struct Runway 13 extension, improve safety 
area, relocate perimeter road, relocate Rwy 
31 ILS system, and construct parallel taxi-
way. In 2010, the total cost is $6,000,000 with 
FAA share at $5,700,000. State and local share 
is $150,000 each. 

3. Minot International Airport—Recon-
struct Taxiway C and purchase Snow Re-
moval Equipment. In 2010, the total cost is 
$2,152,631 with FAA share at $2,045,000. The 
state and local share is $53,816 each. 

4. Wahpeton Harry Stern Airport—Recon-
struct Runway 15/33, taxiways, apron and 
lighting system including safety area im-
provements. In 2010, the total cost is $7,368, 
421 with FAA share is $7,000,000. The state 
and local share is $184,421 each. 

These projects are ready to be constructed 
with the FAA 2010 allocations. We appreciate 
your support of FAA funding for enhancing 
safety with these proposed improvements at 
these North Dakota airports. 

Sincerely, 
MARK HOLZER, 

Interim Director. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman 

for the explanation. I hope the reason 
the airport is so busy is that so many 
people from North Dakota are coming 
to Arizona in the wintertime at least, 
but, unfortunately, they go back in the 
summertime. 

I’m not questioning the need for ren-
ovations to the terminal. In the re-
search we did, we found there—they 
said, The terminal has serious mold 
problems and other things that are a 
danger to employees and to travelers. 
That is not what is the question here. 

The question is—and we have this 
question with virtually every appro-
priations bill that we now deal with—is 
that we appropriate money to the var-
ious agencies, and we’ll instruct them 
to establish a competitive grant pro-
gram to distribute the moneys to wor-
thy recipients. Then the folks at home 
in the municipal airports or States or 
whatever district they’re in will decide 
that they want to apply for these 
funds, increasingly over the last couple 
of decades. 

I’m not blaming Democrats. Repub-
licans are just as guilty of this, but we 
have earmarked those accounts that 
we have told the agencies to establish. 
In this particular case, this earmark is 
taken from an account that is supposed 
to be competitively offered, and grants 
are to be awarded on a competitive 
basis on the basis of merit. 

But what happens—and we talked 
about this a few weeks ago with an-
other big grant program, this one with 
regard to flood chrome districts in the 
Homeland Security bill. The problem is 
the folks at home in all of our districts 
want to apply for these moneys, and 

when they apply for these moneys, 
they find that sometimes half of them 
or 75 percent or all of the moneys in 
that account are gone because par-
ticular Members, largely on the Appro-
priations Committee or other powerful 
Members, have gotten earmarks to 
take those funds before anybody can 
apply for them. 

Now, I would submit that if we don’t 
like the way the agencies are distrib-
uting this money, let’s change it. Let’s 
not grant them that money. Let’s do it 
differently. But let’s not set up a com-
petitive grant program, an account at 
an agency, or instruct them to, and 
then circumvent it ourselves. That, un-
fortunately, is what we see all too 
much of, and that’s what we have, it 
seems to me, an example of here. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. POMEROY. The gentleman has 

stated his case well, but he’s shooting 
at the wrong target this time. I’m not 
going to stand here and say every dol-
lar in the appropriations process is per-
fectly directed. Nothing is perfect. I be-
lieve that the steps that we have 
made—certainly to address some of the 
concerns raised by my friend from Ari-
zona—have helped bring transparency 
to this process where all this business 
is conducted in the full light of day. 

I’ve got a problem with the appro-
priation at issue. It’s not nearly big 
enough. We saw $2 million. We have got 
$500,000 for a project that is going to 
cost $22 million. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman from North Dakota has expired. 
The gentleman from Arizona has 11⁄2 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the Chair. 
Like I said, I don’t think the appro-

priations process—you can never have 
a perfect process anywhere you go, but 
I would submit that when you have lit-
erally thousands and thousands and 
thousands of congressional earmarks, 
many of which are earmarking pro-
grams that we have instructed the 
agencies—earmarking moneys that 
we’ve instructed them to establish a 
competitive grant program for, then we 
have a problem. If we don’t like the 
way the agencies do it, let’s change 
that. We control it because we control 
the purse. But let’s not run a parallel 
program that turns into really a spoils 
system. 

With that, I urge adoption of the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk, designated as 
No. 4 of part B. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Department of 
Housing and Urban Development—Commu-
nity Planning and Development—Commu-
nity Development Fund’’ shall be available 
for the Murphy Theatre building renovation 
project of the Murphy Theatre Community 
Center, Inc., in Wilmington, Ohio, and the 
aggregate amount otherwise provided under 
such heading (and the portion of such 
amount specified for Economic Development 
Initiative grants in the second paragraph 
under such heading) are each hereby reduced 
by $250,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the Chair. 
This amendment would prohibit 

$250,000 in funding for the Murphy The-
atre Community Center, Inc. for build-
ing renovation, and it would reduce the 
cost of the bill by a commensurate 
amount. 

According to the sponsor’s Web site, 
funding would go to the complete ren-
ovation of the Murphy Theatre. The 
theater is a focal point of downtown 
Wilmington, Ohio. It’s 90 years old and 
has been in constant use since it 
opened. It’s now in need of major reha-
bilitation. 

According to the Murphy Theatre 
Web site, the theater was built by the 
shrewd Chicago Cubs owner Charles 
Webb Murphy in 1918, and ‘‘When he 
built the Murphy, he owned his home-
town,’’ it says. Mr. Murphy has his 
name painted on the theater’s rear 
large wall, enough to be seen from the 
railroad tracks, and when the town 
druggist questioned the town’s finan-
cial viability, he was quoted as saying, 
‘‘Dan, that’s not an investment, that’s 
a monument.’’ That sounds like a great 
theater. 

I think many districts and towns 
across this country have something 
similar. The question here is, should 
the Federal taxpayers’ moneys, should 
the taxpayers in the State of Wash-
ington or Wisconsin or Arizona or Alas-
ka or elsewhere be sending their hard- 
earned tax dollars to Washington to be 
earmarked to renovate a theater in 
Ohio? 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to claim the time in opposition. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to yield as much time as he may 
consume to my good friend and col-
league from Dayton, Ohio, MIKE TURN-
ER, the sponsor of this particular provi-
sion in the law, to answer the gen-
tleman from Arizona’s question. 
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Mr. TURNER. Thank you, Mr. 

LATOURETTE. I appreciate you yielding 
time to me. 

Wilmington, Ohio, is in my congres-
sional district, and it has seen a num-
ber of challenges over recent years. Of 
course, all across the country we are 
all experiencing the economic down-
turn, but specifically, in Wilmington, 
Ohio, they are experiencing the closure 
of DHL’s North American hub, which 
was located there. The closure of 
DHL’s operations will result in the loss 
of approximately 8,000 jobs, mainly in 
Clinton and Highland Counties in my 
district. 

As a result, the Ohio delegation has 
sought increased Federal assistance to 
help the community as they recover 
from this economic emergency. The 
Ohio delegation has been successful in 
acquiring Federal dollars to help re-
train former DHL employees and also 
help to create an economic develop-
ment plan to move the community for-
ward with possession of the Wil-
mington Airpark. Additionally, I have 
sought congressional earmarked fund-
ing for Wilmington projects which are 
needed, especially given their special 
economic circumstances. 

The 91-year-old Murphy Theatre in 
Wilmington, Ohio, is both a local land-
mark and a community center that 
still hosts a wide range of events. The 
Murphy Theatre, which opened in 1918, 
was placed on the National Register in 
1982, and the Murphy Theatre soon be-
came the actual, as well as symbolic, 
heart of the downtown. The Murphy 
even hosted a John Philip Sousa con-
cert. Today the Murphy Theatre hosts 
an average of 35 events a year, serving 
approximately 6,000 adults and 4,000 
children. 

Funding for this project will provide 
critical infrastructure assistance to en-
sure the viability of this local land-
mark. In addition to air conditioning 
and heating replacement, the Murphy 
Theatre needs roof repair, new audito-
rium seating, and interior plasterwork 
repairs from damage sustained from 
the leaky roof. 

Wilmington hasn’t the funds to per-
form even basic repairs to stabilize the 
condition of this American landmark. 
This funding request is vital to protect 
a historic treasure and also to ensure 
that it continues to meet strong local 
demand as a community center for en-
tertainment and town activities. 

Mr. Chair, I submit for the RECORD 
copies of letters in support of the 
project from David Raizk, the mayor of 
Wilmington; Randy Riley, a Clinton 
County commissioner; and Donny 
Mongold, the president of the Murphy 
board of trustees. 

THE CITY OF WILMINGTON, 
Wilmington, Ohio, July 22, 2009. 

Re Murphy Theatre Restoration Assistance— 
$250,000. 

Hon. MICHAEL TURNER, 
Longworth House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN TURNER: I am writing 
today in support of a federal appropriation 
for $250,000 for the Murphy Theatre in Wil-

mington, Ohio. For many years the historic 
Murphy Theatre has struggled with the need 
to replace the HVAC system and restore the 
building to modern standards. The Murphy 
Theatre Board has done an excellent job at 
maintaining the facility but are now at a 
point where major renovations must occur. 
In the heart of the downtown business dis-
trict, the Murphy Theatre is one of our an-
chor businesses. This funding will make it 
possible for the Murphy to serve that key 
role for many generations to come and will 
help keep the heart of downtown Wilmington 
vibrant for our citizens, visitors, and other 
businesses. 

Sincerely yours, 
DAVID L. RAIZK, 

Mayor. 

CLINTON COUNTY COMMISSIONER, 
Wilmington, Ohio, July 22, 2009. 

Hon. MICHAEL TURNER, 
Longworth House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

CONGRESSMAN TURNER: Thank you for all 
you do for our community and especially for 
the work you are doing to obtain funding for 
the Murphy Theatre in downtown Wil-
mington. 

As you are aware, this classic old theatre 
is a central fixture in our community. We 
see the Murphy Theatre as the centerpiece in 
the redevelopment of our downtown core. 

Unfortunately, because of the lack of air 
conditioning it is often impossible to use the 
theatre in the summer and, with the old sys-
tem, it is very expensive to heat the building 
in the winter. 

With your help and with the assistance of 
others in congress, we can solve this problem 
by allocating funds to fix the heating and air 
conditioning system in this beautiful, old 
theatre. 

Preserving this historical theatre and im-
proving it for continued community use is a 
very appropriate use of the $250,000 appro-
priation. 

As always, please do not hesitate to con-
tact me for more information on this out-
standing project. 

Sincerely, 
RANDY RILEY, 

Commissioner. 

THE MURPHY THEATRE, 
Wilmington, Ohio, July 22, 2009. 

Mr. JOE HEATON, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. HEATON: The Murphy Theatre 
has been a historic icon of our City since 
being built in 1918. Many decades of folks 
have visited our theatre to watch movies, 
catch a live stage performance, hold an im-
portant community meeting, watch or par-
ticipate in our annual Murphy community 
Christmas show or watch a county school 
musical performance. 

This beautiful Murphy Theatre is a vital 
part of our community. We would like for fu-
ture generations to enjoy the theatre as well 
as the history which accompanies it. 

The boiler system which heats the Murphy 
is some fifty plus years old. It is old and un-
reliable, not to mention the high cost to op-
erate and maintain this worn out system. We 
are in need of a new efficient updated heat-
ing and air system. Our survival depends on 
replacing this boiler as well as needing other 
capital improvements (i.e.; roof repair). 

I respectfully request and highly support 
funding to help us keep this vital historic 
icon alive and well in our community for 
decades to come. 

Thank you, 
Sincerely, 

DANNY W. MONGOLD, 
President, Murphy Board of Trustees. 

Mr. Chair, this amendment by Mr. 
FLAKE will not save one Federal dime. 

This community will lose important 
funding to support a local landmark 
while they recover from the loss of 
over 8,000 jobs. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the Chair. I 
thank the gentleman for that expla-
nation. That sounds like a wonderful 
theater. As I mentioned, I think we all 
have them in our districts. 

My own hometown of Mesa a few 
years ago decided to construct a the-
ater, and it was a hard-fought process 
to get the local residents to tax them-
selves to build this particular theater. 
That’s as it should be. If the commu-
nity feels that it needs a theater and it 
needs to renovate a theater, I think it 
falls on the local residents to decide, 
because they are the ones, frankly, 
that benefit from that. 

But we can’t have a policy at the 
Federal level where we renovate every 
theater across the country, particu-
larly while we’re running a deficit that 
could hit $2 trillion this year. How 
many theaters out there are in need of 
repair? How many districts are experi-
encing high unemployment? I can tell 
you mine is. All of them out there are. 

b 1600 
At some point I think we have to de-

cide that perhaps we can’t fully fund 
this account, which is for economic de-
velopment initiatives. Now, I won’t 
make the case at all that this theater 
doesn’t fall within the purview of this 
program. There is nothing that could 
possibly not fall under the purview of 
economic development initiatives. 
Whenever you spend money anywhere, 
there is some economic benefit, if only 
fleeting. So it fits well within the pro-
gram, but I think it behooves us now to 
say you know, maybe we ought to fore-
go that. Maybe we ought to decide we 
ought to change the 301(b)s and the 
302(a)s and all of the numbers so we do 
save money on this, so we do actually 
spend less this year than we did last 
year, perhaps, because we’re spending 
it elsewhere. 

We cannot continue to spend money 
as we’re spending money, and I would 
submit this is a good place to start to 
say let’s not fund some of these renova-
tions of theaters under the guise of 
economic development that clearly 
anything could fall under and virtually 
every district around the country could 
claim that they need. But we just can’t 
decide here in Congress we’re going to 
fund that one and that one but not that 
one. It doesn’t make sense to do it that 
way. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Can I ask how 
much time I have? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Ohio has 21⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Let me just say, 
the gentleman from Arizona, his 
amendment in this case is misguided 
and it, in my mind, exercises judgment 
that I hope not many in this House 
agree with. 

Mr. TURNER has stated the case. You 
know, this business about the local 
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residents taxing themselves to build 
the theater. The local residents of Wil-
mington, Ohio, don’t have jobs any-
more. DHL pulled out in a town of, I 
think, 15,000; 8,000 of them lost their 
jobs. What are they supposed to tax? 

And also, if we are supposed to be 
elected—each of us represented by the 
700,000 people, well, then what are we 
doing here? Why don’t we just hand off 
the entire Federal budget and all of the 
decisions to the President of the 
United States and his functionaries? 
Why do we have a legislative branch? 
We have a legislative branch because 
we do have the power of the purse, and 
we are local representatives closest to 
the people that get put on the ballot 
every 2 years, the shortest term in the 
United States Constitution, so people 
could keep an eye on us, and if they 
don’t like us, throw us out. 

Well, MIKE TURNER is supposed to 
stand up for the people in Wilmington, 
and the biggest need that he’s found in 
Wilmington to fit this bill is to ren-
ovate this theater, which he has de-
scribed as the heart and soul of Wil-
mington, Ohio, which has had its guts 
ripped out by this economy. High 
school graduations take place in this 
theater. It is a meeting place. The cen-
ter of town. And if the duly elected rep-
resentative to the United States House 
of Representatives from that area says 
that this is a need in this district, then 
by God, he should do it and the Con-
stitution authorizes it. 

I urge a defeat of the amendment. 
I yield back. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk designated as 
No. 7 in part B. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 7 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Department of 
Housing and Urban Development—Commu-
nity Planning and Development—Commu-
nity Development Fund’’ shall be available 
for the construction of the Triangle Building 
by Alianza Dominicana, Inc., in New York, 
New York, and the aggregate amount other-
wise provided under such heading (and the 
portion of such amount specified for Eco-
nomic Development Initiative grants in the 
second paragraph under such heading) are 
each hereby reduced by $250,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Arizona 

(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the Chair. 
Let me just comment on the last 

amendment that was offered. The gen-
tleman mentioned that every Member 
here represents their own district, and 
they should advocate for their own dis-
trict. Pretty soon, if that’s the only 
standard we had, parochial interests 
would completely take over. 

It’s like the debate we’re having 
right now on the F–22 or on military 
base closures. Virtually every Member 
here has a military base in their dis-
trict. That’s why we had to, through 
the military base commissions, take 
that out of the hands of Members, be-
cause we simply couldn’t shut down 
military bases when we needed to be-
cause there is a process called ‘‘log 
rolling’’ in this case, where if you get 
some money for a theater in your dis-
trict, I’ll take money for a baseball 
field in mine. You won’t challenge my 
spending, and I won’t challenge yours. 

That happens all too frequently in 
this case, and that’s why you would 
hope that you have enough people who 
say, You know, I could get money for a 
baseball field in my district, but by 
golly, that will make us run a deficit 
that we can’t sustain over time. And 
that’s why I would hope that you would 
have people here to make decisions and 
say we can’t fund every district in the 
country. So maybe we shouldn’t have 
an account that allows Members to 
simply earmark wherever they will. 

I would submit that that applies to 
this as well. This amendment would 
prohibit a quarter of a million dollars 
from going to Alianza Domenicana, In-
corporated, for a construction of a new 
headquarters in Manhattan. According 
to the sponsor, these funds would be for 
a capital grant toward the development 
of the Triangle Bridge, which is a 
48,000, six-story mixed use development 
currently being constructed that will 
house for-profit business and nonprofit 
community services. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. RANGEL. I rise to claim the 

time in opposition. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

New York is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. RANGEL. Thank you, Mr. Chair-

man. 
Well, judging what the attitude of 

the gentleman from Arizona believes is 
national, Federal, or something that 
should make us proud, I am a little re-
luctant to debate with him because he 
has a different idea than I and other 
Members have. 

But I can tell you this: That in the 
great City of New York, we had immi-
grants come from all over the world. 
We have Chinatown, we have Little 
Italy, we have the Lower East Side, we 
have the Jewish community. But we 
also have a place called Washington 
Heights, and in my opinion, that’s 
where the Statue of Liberty should be, 
because so many groups came there, 

raised their kids there and moved to 
other parts of the city and the country: 
the Irish, the Italians, Jews, Catholics. 
But somehow the Dominican Republic 
is the last one that’s had its people 
come to New York and to America for 
a better way of life. Unlike most ethnic 
groups, they didn’t have their own 
Murphy theater, they didn’t have a 
place to go to. They didn’t have muse-
ums, they didn’t have a cultural cen-
ter. And so it was the community that 
got together with the not-for-profits. 
We went to our mayor, we went to our 
governor, and they came to me. So it 
was the city, the State and the Federal 
Government that said, We should an-
chor a place of culture where kids can 
go after school, where we have sports, 
gymnasiums, poets, health care, and 
some place where the Dominicans can 
say that in a great country and in a 
great city and in a great community, 
they had a place anchored. 

So they brought all of these not-for- 
profits together. We were able to raise 
money from the private sector, the 
property was given to us by the city, 
and we were very, very excited and 
hoped there would be a place where 
every Member of Congress, when they 
have a chance to visit the great city of 
New York, will say, Show me your 
city. And we’ll take you straight to 
Alianza Dominicana, and show you 
that this is the quality of beauty, of 
culture, that we would hope that you 
would enjoy as we have so many other 
centers and museums that we would at-
tempt to show off. 

I would want my country and this 
Congress to be a part of that, and 
that’s why I proudly support this allo-
cation for that purpose. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. I thank the sponsor of 

the earmark. 
But let me just say the problem with 

accounts like this, these economic de-
velopment initiatives, as I said, is a 
catch-all term and it seems to act as 
an account that Members can simply 
earmark. But here’s what happens with 
the earmarking process. We’re told in 
very highfallutin terms all the time 
about how Members of Congress know 
their districts better than those darn 
bureaucrats over in the agencies. And I 
can show you here what happens when 
you have that attitude. Apparently, 
only the powerful Members in this 
body—either those who are on the Ap-
propriations Committee, which makes 
up 14 percent of this body, just under 14 
percent, or if you include chairmen and 
ranking minority members—powerful 
committees in leadership. That takes 
it up to just under 24 percent. 

But if you look here, here’s the ap-
propriations process this year. We have 
the numbers for all of the bills now, 
finishing with defense. 

But if you look here in virtually 
every case, that small percentage of 
under 25 percent takes the bulk—in 
some cases, in some bills up to 70 per-
cent—of the dollar value of the ear-
marks. 
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And so this notion that Members 

know their districts best, that those 
halfwit bureaucrats, they don’t know 
what they’re doing so we have to ear-
mark those funds because they won’t 
allocate them on the basis of merit, 
well, this is what occurs. This is what— 
I don’t know how else to refer to it— 
but a spoil system where the Appro-
priations Committee and other power-
ful Members say this is where the dol-
lar should go. 

In this bill, I would commend those 
involved in this bill, 24 percent of the 
body is only taking 46 percent of the 
dollar value of the earmarks. That’s 
the lowest total in any of the bills that 
we’ve dealt with this year. Next week 
we will be dealing with the defense, 
where we will be up to 58 percent. 

So before we believe the rhetoric, it’s 
just the Members working their will 
here and every Member has a right to 
represent their district, somebody 
would have to explain why certain 
Members get to represent their dis-
tricts so much better than other Mem-
bers year in and year out. 

Again, as I said, if we don’t like how 
the agencies distribute this money, we 
should tell them they have to change 
it. But we can’t simply run a parallel 
program and say, All right. We’re going 
to earmark these dollars. And in this 
case, it sounds like a wonderful pro-
gram in New York. I’m not questioning 
the merits of it at all. I’m questioning 
why we’re doing it by earmark. Why 
doesn’t that program, those involved 
couldn’t apply for the money and com-
pete against those from across the 
country who are doing the same, in-
stead of going to a powerful Member 
and saying, Here, will you earmark 
those dollars for us. 

In many cases—it’s not the case in 
this case—but in many cases, you have 
competitive accounts and people will 
apply for a grant and not receive it on 
a competitive basis. Those that are in-
volved will say it doesn’t have the 
merit that others do. So then they will 
go to their Member and say, Earmark 
these dollars. And we have some 
cases—not in this bill—but some cases 
where the Member will earmark and go 
around the system that we have told 
the agencies to create. 

So, again, if we don’t like how the 
agencies are doing it, let’s change it. 
Let’s not run a parallel system like 
that. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. RANGEL. I object to the amend-

ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. I have an amendment at 
the desk, Mr. Chairman, designated as 
No. 8 of part B. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 8 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Department of 
Housing and Urban Development—Commu-
nity Planning and Development—Commu-
nity Development Fund’’ shall be available 
for the renovation of a vacant building for 
economic development by the City of Jal, 
New Mexico, and the aggregate amount oth-
erwise provided under such heading (and the 
portion of such amount specified for Eco-
nomic Development Initiative grants in the 
second paragraph under such heading) are 
each hereby reduced by $400,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would prohibit funding for 
the City of Jal, New Mexico, for use in 
renovating a vacant building and re-
duce the cost of the bill by a commen-
surate amount. 

According to the sponsor’s Web site, 
the building would be renovated with 
funds in this bill. The building that 
would be renovated is a former site of 
a junior high school which has sat va-
cant for a number of years. 

The purpose of the project is to re-
place the building’s roof, windows, 
doors, and upgrade its plumbing and 
electrical systems in order to attract a 
private buyer. However, the sponsor’s 
description of the earmark says the 
city already has a buyer in mind—Lou-
isiana Energy Services, which already 
has declined to purchase the old school 
due to its condition. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. TEAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I claim 

time in opposition. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

New Mexico is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TEAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to thank the distinguished chair-
man of the Appropriations sub-
committee for yielding to me and for 
working with me to invest in impor-
tant projects in my congressional dis-
trict. 

I rise today in opposition to the 
amendment that has been offered by 
my colleague from Arizona. The 
amendment would strike an appropria-
tion of funds from the Economic Devel-
opment Initiative at HUD that I 
worked with my friend, the chairman 
of the subcommittee, to secure for the 
community of Jal, New Mexico. 

Although I’m opposed to the amend-
ment, I am pleased that the gentleman 

from Arizona has decided to offer it. 
The fact that he can and does offer 
amendments like this, brings the focus 
of the House and the Nation on certain 
projects, is exactly why this process 
has integrity. And it’s why I feel com-
fortable participating in it for the ben-
efit of my constituents in places like 
Jal, New Mexico. 

b 1615 

I am happy to defend and debate the 
merits of this project, and I look for-
ward to convincing a majority of my 
colleagues that this amendment should 
be defeated. 

Mr. Chairman, Jal, New Mexico, is 
tucked into the southeast corner of my 
State and my congressional district. In 
fact, if it weren’t for 5 miles and the 
grace of God, Jal would be sitting in 
Texas. It’s a long way from pretty 
much everything, a long way from the 
Finance Committee of the State legis-
lature in Santa Fe, and it’s even far-
ther from the faceless bureaucrats who 
staff the Federal agencies in Wash-
ington, D.C. 

If not for Jal’s elected representation 
in Congress, no one in this town would 
likely ever know the name of the place, 
or that it existed at all. Mr. Chairman, 
that’s my job, to put Jal on the map, to 
know the priorities and the needs of 
communities like Jal and to work to 
address them. If there is a problem in 
my district, it is my job to get to work 
solving it. 

So here is Jal’s problem: the city of 
Jal owns the Burke Junior High School 
building, which is a 40,000-square-foot 
building that was utilized from 1968 to 
1986 as the Jal Middle School. The 
building has now been vacant for a 
number of years, and for the facility to 
be put to use again, the city would 
need to replace the building’s roof, 
doors, windows and a complete upgrade 
of plumbing and electrical systems. 

This is what the EDI appropriation 
will fund. With the renovation of the 
building, the city of Jal hopes to at-
tract private industry to town. Having 
a tenant in the building will create 
jobs in Jal and increase the town’s tax 
base. Projects like this are exactly why 
the Economic Development Initiative 
was legislated in the first place, and 
I’m proud to have sponsored this appro-
priation for Jal. 

Mr. Chairman, I’m not going to stand 
by and hope that some faceless bureau-
crat looks kindly upon a place like Jal. 
I know the community’s needs. I know 
the problems. I was elected to stand up 
for places like Jal, New Mexico, not 
hope that someone else does. Again, I 
thank the gentleman from the Arizona 
for his principled and important par-
ticipation in this process. I urge my 
colleagues to reject this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. I should mention that 

this money is going to be used to ren-
ovate this building. The sponsor al-
ready has a buyer in mind. I mentioned 
Louisiana Energy Services, which al-
ready declined to purchase the old 
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school due to its condition. LES is a 
subsidiary of URENCO, which is a glob-
al nuclear fuel company and currently 
holds approximately one-quarter of the 
world’s share of uranium enrichment 
services. According to the Web site, 
LES is working toward constructing 
the first-ever centrifuge enrichment fa-
cility in the U.S., which would be based 
just a few miles from Jal. The hope is, 
apparently, to renovate this facility 
and then get this company to buy it. 
Now that is economic development, I 
grant you, certainly, and then the pro-
ceeds apparently would go to the city. 

But that’s just saying that we ought 
to give $400,000 to the city, apparently. 
This isn’t going to be used for a public 
purpose. It’s being sold off to a private 
company. Now, every city in this coun-
try is hurting financially. I think we 
have established that. But here we had 
it raised again that we are not going to 
rely on some faceless bureaucrat. I’d 
forgotten the term always used, not 
‘‘feckless’’ or ‘‘hapless,’’ but ‘‘faceless’’ 
bureaucrats. It seems strange to me 
that we won’t trust these faceless bu-
reaucrats to distribute earmarks or 
distribute Federal funding, but we will 
trust them with health care. 

In the context of this debate, that’s 
what seemed odd to me. But given 
that, simply, if we don’t like the way 
they’re distributing money, and we be-
lieve that this money should be distrib-
uted, and I would question that, I 
would question the existence of this 
Economic Development Initiative 
money that we have here, we probably 
ought to get rid of it completely given 
the dire straits we are in financially as 
a Federal Government. 

But if we’re going to have it, then we 
ought to ensure that the agencies set 
up a program by which every jurisdic-
tion in this country has an equal op-
portunity to compete, and not just in-
dividual Members of Congress, and as I 
explained before, in particular, power-
ful members on the Appropriations 
Committee or those in powerful leader-
ship positions. That’s not the way to 
distribute taxpayer money in this re-
gard. 

With that, I reserve. 
Mr. TEAGUE. I thank the gentleman 

for his concerns. LES is a uranium en-
richment facility that currently em-
ploys about 2,000 people in the Eunice- 
Hobbs-Jal area. It’s a major employer 
and one of the biggest employers in the 
area. The building and operation of the 
LES plant is now about a $4 billion 
project, so its operations and its im-
pact extend across a few different com-
munities in the area. 

It’s my understanding that Jal would 
like to attract LES to town, possibly 
making use of the renovated Burke 
school. However, the renovated school 
would be open for use by any number of 
companies. This appropriation is a fine 
example of the community using the 
EDI program to attract private invest-
ment. 

I reserve my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. How much time is re-

maining? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman has 2 
minutes remaining, and the gentleman 
from New Mexico has 30 seconds re-
maining. The gentleman from Arizona 
has the right to close. 

Mr. FLAKE. Again I would say, what 
the Web site says is that the buyer is 
likely to be this company, LES, a sub-
sidiary of URENCO; and that’s fine. 
But we might as well be giving them 
the $400,000 and allowing them to ren-
ovate it and then purchasing it, or giv-
ing the city that much. And that’s fine 
if that’s what we decide to do. But this 
is no way to distribute these kinds of 
moneys. This is no way to run a pro-
gram. 

I would submit that when you have a 
deficit that may hit $2 trillion this 
year, at some point, somewhere, some-
time this body has to say enough is 
enough. And if we can’t keep a half 
million dollars from going to a pro-
gram like this, where are we going to 
start? Where are we going to say 
enough is enough? Where are we going 
to say, we are going to get this deficit 
under control and we are really going 
to go after entitlement suspending 
now? If we can’t do it here, where can 
we do it? 

With that, I reserve. 
Mr. TEAGUE. Once again, I appre-

ciate the concerns of my colleague 
from Arizona, and I would just ask my 
colleagues to vote in support of Jal and 
all small communities in New Mexico 
and vote against this amendment. 

I yield back my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. I have an amendment at 
the desk designated as No. 9 in part B. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 9 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Department of 
Housing and Urban Development—Commu-
nity Planning and Development—Commu-
nity Development Fund’’ shall be available 
for the Monroe County Farmer’s Market fa-
cility construction project of the Monroe 
County Fiscal Court, and the aggregate 
amount otherwise provided under such head-
ing (and the portion of such amount specified 
for Economic Development Intiative grants 
in the second paragraph under such heading) 
are each hereby reduced by $250,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Arizona 

(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would prohibit a quarter of 
a million dollars in funding for the 
Monroe County Farmers’ Market facil-
ity construction and would reduce the 
cost of the bill by a commensurate 
amount. The sponsor of this earmark 
says in his Web site that ‘‘these funds 
will be used to construct a new market 
facility that will promote economic de-
velopment and provide added benefits 
to the local community.’’ 

Farming is an important component 
of Kentucky’s economy. According to 
the Kentucky Department of Agri-
culture, Kentucky farmers sold nearly 
$5 billion worth of farm products in 
2007 alone. Given the number of farm-
ers’ markets throughout the State, 
that is not too surprising. The Depart-
ment of Agriculture’s Web site shows 
that there are more than 100 farmers’ 
markets currently up and running in 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky. Near-
ly 200 vendors participated in these 
markets in 2008. Farmers’ markets in 
Kentucky appear to be both successful 
and profitable. 

So my question is why are we sad-
dling the taxpayers with a bill for con-
struction of one more farmers’ market? 
I have no doubt that this farmers’ mar-
ket in Kentucky has seen a drop in 
business as a result of the economy. 
Virtually every business across this 
country has. I also think that we could 
find that these earmarks do benefit the 
agricultural community there. That 
isn’t any doubt. 

The question again here is how do we 
choose? And why do we say, all right, 
we’re going to aid this one but not an-
other one? And in particular at a time 
like this, why are we taking money 
from the taxpayers and then distrib-
uting it out as we see fit, rather than 
allowing them to keep it themselves? 

With that, I reserve. 
Mr. LATHAM. I claim the time in op-

position. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. LATHAM. I would like to recog-

nize the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. WHITFIELD). 

Mr. WHITFIELD. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. I rise to, not sur-
prisingly, oppose this amendment from 
the gentleman of Arizona. And I might 
say to him that we all appreciate his 
concern, his dedication and his com-
mitment to fiscal responsibility. But I 
would also say that even if we elimi-
nated all earmarks of the legislative 
branch, it still would not make any 
dent at all in our deficit and debt in 
this country. 

And so I would ask the gentleman 
and simply suggest that let’s look at 
some more meaningful ways to deal 
with this issue. For example, I think 
most Members would agree with you 
that the vast majority of earmarks do 
probably go to appropriators rather 
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than nonappropriators. And I think 
many Members would be willing to join 
you in an effort to try to change the 
House rules in some way and maybe 
deal with that issue. I might also say 
that under the PAYGO rules of this 
Congress and the last Congress, the 
110th Congress, they waived PAYGO 
rules enough times that the amount 
that they waived was $450 billion. 

So I would ask the gentleman to join 
me in a resolution that I introduced 
yesterday to simply say that if the 
PAYGO rules are waived, that any 
Member of Congress has a right to 
raise a point of order and have a vote 
on the waiving of the PAYGO rules. I 
think those are two ways to more sub-
stantively address your concerns. 

As far as Monroe County, Kentucky, 
let me just say this: Monroe County, 
Kentucky, is a county of 11,000 people 
located in south central Kentucky. It 
is primarily economically driven by ag-
riculture and the textile industry, ex-
cept the textile industry has closed 
down over the last 10 years or so. The 
unemployment rate in Monroe County 
right now is 15 percent. The most im-
portant economic engine in Monroe 
County is agriculture. And that’s why I 
requested, at the request of the county 
judge and the fiscal court and the 
mayor of the community coming to me 
and asked for $250,000, to develop this 
farmers’ exchange facility to help the 
economic development in that area. 

I might also point out that on Sep-
tember 16, 2008, the chairman of the 
House Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee, JAMES OBERSTAR, and 
U.S. Delegate ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
presented a $2 million EDA investment 
check to the Government of the Dis-
trict of Columbia to help restore and 
upgrade the historic Eastern Market 
where farmers bring their goods and 
people buy and sell them. 

Now Monroe County does not have 
access to high-priced lobbyists. There’s 
not a lot of influence in Monroe Coun-
ty. So when they came to me—and I 
don’t get that many earmarks—I sim-
ply felt it was the proper thing to do, 
to help this community overcome its 
high unemployment, to try to stimu-
late the economy in a small way and to 
help the farmers in that area. So I 
would urge and request that the Mem-
bers vote to defeat the gentleman from 
Arizona’s amendment. 

Mr. LATHAM. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FLAKE. May I inquire as to the 
time remaining? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ari-
zona has 41⁄2 minutes remaining. The 
gentleman from Iowa has 1 minute. 

Mr. FLAKE. I’ll make a note before I 
yield to the gentleman from Utah. I re-
call that Eastern Market earmark for 
D.C., and I challenged that one as well. 
We shouldn’t have distributed that 
money either. 

I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Utah. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ. With all due respect 
to my colleague, I’m sure that the peo-

ple of Monroe County are wonderful, 
beautiful people, and I wish them noth-
ing but the best. But to suggest that 
$250,000 doesn’t matter is fundamen-
tally what is absolutely totally wrong 
with this institution. We are $12 tril-
lion in debt. We are spending $600 mil-
lion a day in interest, and the people of 
Utah and the people of Florida and the 
people of Michigan should not pay to 
try to build up another Monroe County 
Farmers’ Market. 

I opposed a parking lot, a $750,000 ap-
propriation, for the city of Provo in my 
district because I do not believe it’s the 
fundamental and proper role of govern-
ment to try to transfer a group of shop-
pers from one mall to another mall. I 
opposed in Utah a million-dollar ex-
penditure for the Shakespeare Festival 
because they wanted a new lighting 
system. This is what is wrong with 
America. 

b 1630 

We have to say no to something. If 
we can’t say no to a farmers market, 
what in the world are we going to say 
no to? Time after time after time the 
gentleman from Arizona has identified 
projects that fundamentally have abso-
lutely no, no Federal nexus. When is 
this body going to stand up and take a 
stand and say, It’s not our money; it’s 
the people’s money? And we should not 
be spending Federal taxpayer dollars 
on another farmers market if it’s in my 
district, if it’s in Kentucky, no matter 
where it is. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will yield the bal-
ance of my time to a colleague from 
Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE). 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Look, ED 
WHITFIELD has been in this House since 
1995. He knows his district better than 
anybody that has spoken on this 
amendment, and he’s described a need 
in his area. And I would just suggest 
that if this earmark thing was such a 
great idea and it really captured the 
hearts and minds of the American peo-
ple and would do anything to reduce 
spending in a significant way, JOHN 
MCCAIN would be President of the 
United States today and we would have 
had a different budget resolution. We 
would have had different 302(b) alloca-
tions. 

But again, to deny a Member of Con-
gress the opportunity to identify dis-
tricts—and I’m not going to say face-
less bureaucrats because I’m with the 
gentleman from Arizona about this 
health care business. That’s a non-
starter for me. But I will tell you that 
to basically say we’re not going to 
spend the money, we’re going to punt, 
we’re not going to do our jobs and rep-
resent other people and we’re going to 
let President Obama and his team 
spend all the dough, it’s just wrong. 

I urge defeat of the amendment. 
Mr. FLAKE. The gentleman from 

Kentucky makes a wonderful point 
about overall spending. Earmarks rep-
resent a small portion of Federal 
spending, a very small portion. The 
problem is, as my colleague in the Sen-

ate Dr. COBURN calls them, the gateway 
drug to spending addiction. And the 
problem with earmarks is that when 
you load them up in bills, you will sup-
port bills, both the majority and the 
minority, that you would in no other 
case support. 

Now, take for example, in 2005, we re-
authorized the highway bill. In that 
bill, it was a $285 billion multiyear au-
thorization. We knew because the 
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee stood up at that time and said, 
We don’t have the money in this bill to 
fund what is being authorized. We’re 
going to run short. Sure enough, we’ve 
run short. We had to transfer $8 billion 
into that bill just a while ago. We were 
asked to transfer another $6 billion, 
and there will be more and more. 

But you know why that bill passed 
when everybody in this body knew that 
we were spending money we didn’t 
have? Because it had 6,300 earmarks in 
it, and nearly every Member of this 
body had some. And they knew that if 
they didn’t support it, they might get 
their earmarks yanked out when it 
went to conference. That’s the problem 
with this body, and that’s the problem 
with earmarks. 

Earmarks are much greater than the 
sum of their parts. They force you to 
support bills you would in no other 
case support simply because you’ve got 
your earmarks in and you have to sup-
port that bill. And so, that’s the prob-
lem here. 

And then year after year, we say, 
‘‘Well, they’re only a small part, and if 
we cut funding for this earmark, it 
won’t cut funding for the bill. It will 
just go somewhere else,’’ when we 
could, if we wanted to, simply lower 
the allocation for the bill by the 
amount that the earmarks represent. 
But we don’t do that so we can use the 
excuse later that we can’t get rid of 
these earmarks because it won’t save 
any money. 

Well, I don’t think the people across 
the country are buying that. They’ve 
heard that song too much. We’ll have a 
deficit this year that might approach 
$2 trillion. We need to start some-
where, and I would suggest we start 
here. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. I have an amendment at 
the desk designated as number 10 in 
part B. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 
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Part B amendment No. 10 offered by Mr. 

FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 

this Act under the heading ‘‘Federal High-
way Administration—Surface Transpor-
tation Priorities’’ shall be available for the 
Millenium Technology Park project in New 
Castle, Pennsylvania, and the amount other-
wise provided under such heading is hereby 
reduced by $500,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would prohibit the use of 
$500,000 for the Millennium Technology 
Park in New Castle, Pennsylvania, and 
would reduce the spending in the bill 
by the same amount. 

According to the sponsor’s Web site, 
the money would be used to design and 
construct the Millennium Technology 
Park, on which ground was broken in 
2006. The technology park was initiated 
by the Lawrence County Economic De-
velopment Corporation to create ‘‘new 
advanced job opportunities by pro-
viding small to large forward-thinking 
companies with prepermitted, shovel- 
ready sites.’’ 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. ALTMIRE. I thank the gen-
tleman from Arizona for allowing me 
the opportunity to come to the floor 
and discuss a project in my district 
that I’m very proud of. This is a 
project that is on a border area be-
tween Ohio and Pennsylvania. 

The service region for the project, 
the coverage area for the employment 
base, and the economic development 
opportunity spans nine counties in two 
different States. And it’s in an area of 
the country that has suffered greatly 
with the loss of manufacturing jobs 
over the past several decades, and it’s 
in an area of the country that’s trying 
to retool itself and trying to gain trac-
tion with economic development ac-
tivities, especially in high tech fields, 
high technology manufacturing. 

It’s in an area where there used to be 
heavy manufacturing, an industrial 
site that has been reconfigured to play 
the role now across nine counties of job 
growth. It’s expected that when this 
project is completed, it’s going to cre-
ate 2,500 jobs, and the money that we’re 
directing towards that project through 
this bill isn’t in the absence of commu-
nity support. We have generated 18.7 
million through the State of Pennsyl-
vania and through local community 
sources to fund this project. 

This is a project that’s ongoing. As 
the gentleman from Arizona points 
out, it was initiated in 2006, and the 
$500,000 that we’re talking about today 

specifically goes towards access roads. 
And the Federal Government, as the 
gentleman knows, does play a role in 
transportation funding. That’s what 
this bill is all about. 

So we’re talking about a continu-
ation of a project that was initiated 3 
years ago, that’s going to create 2,500 
jobs, that’s going to serve nine coun-
ties across three States, and that’s 
going to help continue the rebirth of a 
region in the country that has suffered. 
I can think of no better way to spend 
transportation money than on a 
project of this sort. 

And I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. Again, we have here, 

this is money going to a technology 
park. Where in the world is the Federal 
nexus there, I would ask. Why is it that 
we’re being asked, as taxpayers in Cali-
fornia and New Mexico, Arizona, New 
York, to pay for a technology park to 
attract businesses in Pennsylvania? 
Under that kind of rubric, what 
wouldn’t qualify for money? Why 
wouldn’t we just scatter money all 
over? Apparently we have, with a $2 
trillion deficit, but we can’t continue 
to do that. 

One thing that these technology 
parks and money for them typically 
does, they’re usually called new busi-
ness incubators, and what they turn 
out to be incubators of is earmarks. In 
fact, this very project received a 
$500,000 earmark 2 years ago, and my 
bet is that next year, or the year after 
or so, there will be another earmark 
for the same project because you can 
never have enough business for a dis-
trict. No Member of Congress will ever 
take the podium and say, Hey, I’ve got 
too much business in my district. We 
don’t need to construct another tech-
nology park. We can’t use another ear-
mark. Please, no more. 

It’s going to continue to go and go 
and go. But where do we stop? Where 
do we say enough is enough? We can’t 
continue to put out money this way. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ALTMIRE. I would say in re-

sponse to the gentleman from Arizona, 
the funding that we’re talking about, 
again, is transportation funding, and 
it’s going to build access roads. The 
funding for the technology park, 18.7 
million, has already gone towards the 
park itself. We’re talking about the 
transportation component of that to 
build the roads. 

And before I yield to the chairman of 
the committee, what I will say is the 
gentleman holds up the chart that 
talks about the earmarks that go to 
appropriators and people who’ve been 
in this House a long time. Well, look, 
I’m a second-term Member. I’m not an 
appropriator, and I’m not a chairman 
of a high-level committee, but I was 
elected to represent the Fourth Con-
gressional District of Pennsylvania. I 
was elected to survey the need and to 
do everything I can to fight for my 
constituents and to fight for my dis-
trict. 

And despite the fact that I’m not a 
chairman, despite the fact that I’m not 

on one of the exclusive committees, I 
was able to convince the committee to 
put this money in because this is a 
good use of taxpayer funding. This is 
going to create jobs. This is going to 
grow the economy in two States across 
nine counties. 

And I would yield the remainder of 
my time to Chairman OLVER. 

Mr. OLVER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding, and I thank you for your 
careful defense of the job that you do 
as a Representative there for New Cas-
tle, Pennsylvania. 

I asked for the time because just a 
few minutes ago the gentleman from 
Arizona had spoken about the distribu-
tion of earmarks and how it seems to 
favor certain Members or committees, 
and I wandered over to see, and I sus-
pect that I and my ranking member are 
in trouble for the nature of that chart. 

But, as a part of your argument, the 
gentleman’s argument, the gentleman 
mentioned that maybe the Federal 
agencies can do a better job of distrib-
uting funding more equitably. How-
ever, one really ought to look a little 
bit at what has been the historical 
record and some fairly recent histor-
ical record. 

In fiscal 2007, we included no ear-
marks in this bill. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. FLAKE. May I inquire as to the 
time remaining? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ari-
zona has 21⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. FLAKE. I yield 30 seconds to the 
gentleman to finish his thought. 

Mr. OLVER. I thank the gentleman. 
That was very kind of you. 

In fiscal 2007, we included no ear-
marks in this bill and gave complete 
discretion to the Secretary of Trans-
portation. Remember, that was the 
year that the majority tipped, but we 
still had the previous President in 
place. The result of that was that the 
Secretary of Transportation distrib-
uted over $1 billion of discretionary 
money to five cities, to five places, five 
single places. 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman 
for making that point, and I have no 
grief for faceless bureaucrats, believe 
me. I don’t want them running my 
health care. But if we don’t like the 
way they’re doing things, let’s change 
it. Let’s not appropriate the money. 

Frankly, this account from which 
these funds are drawn probably, in my 
view, should not exist. I mean, eco-
nomic development initiatives? You 
can fit anything under that. And it’s 
just an excuse to give out money here 
from Congress or let the bureaucrats 
do it. 

I’m not saying that we should give 
all of our money there and say don’t do 
it. If we don’t like the way they do it, 
then set up a structure and say, You 
have to do it by merit. And if we don’t 
like the way you’ve distributed it the 
following year and we can prove that 
you did it on a basis that is not equi-
table, then we cut your funding com-
pletely the next year. 
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That’s what our purview is, not to 

say we don’t like the way you do it so 
we’re going to set up a system by 
which the appropriators take upwards 
of a low of 46 percent, appropriators 
and powerful Members, when they rep-
resent only 24 percent of the body, and 
a higher limit of 70 percent. 

Mr. OLVER. Would the gentleman 
yield another 30 seconds? 

Mr. FLAKE. Fifteen. 
Mr. OLVER. Well, if the gentleman 

would place all the earmarks funded in 
this bill in ’08 or ’09 on a map and show 
where those had actually gone, you’d 
find that the earmarks have been 
spread much more widely, much more 
evenly among all 50 States and the ter-
ritories than you would find by the bu-
reaucrats. 

Mr. FLAKE. He makes the point ex-
actly. We shouldn’t appropriate this 
money at all. This money for economic 
development should stay in the hands 
of small business before it’s taxed and 
let them do with it as they will: cut 
their payroll tax, cut something else, 
leave it with them. Don’t take it and 
then distribute it by means of congres-
sional earmark or Federal bureaucrat 
fiat. I’m saying don’t spend it that 
way. But if we don’t like how they do 
it, let’s not create a parallel program 
that is just as inequitable. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 
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PART B AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk, a final amend-
ment. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 11 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Federal High-
way Administration—Surface Transpor-
tation Priorities’’ shall be available for the 
reconstruction of Rib Mountain in Wis-
consin, and the amount otherwise provided 
under such heading is hereby reduced by 
$500,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would remove $500,000 in 
funding for the reconstruction of Rib 

Mountain Drive in Wisconsin, and it 
would reduce the cost of the bill by a 
commensurate amount. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I claim 

time in opposition. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Wisconsin is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 

the balance of my time. 
Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 

the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Wisconsin has the right to close. 
Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, doesn’t 

the sponsor of the amendment have the 
right to close? 

The CHAIR. A member of the Appro-
priations Committee, if in opposition 
to an amendment, has the right to 
close. 

Mr. FLAKE. Oh, okay. All right. I 
should have known. 

According to the sponsor of this ear-
mark, the funds would go for addi-
tional turn lanes, signals and a side-
walk on Rib Mountain Drive. The cer-
tification letter for this earmark refers 
to this particular stretch of road as the 
‘‘primary roadway in a commercial dis-
trict,’’ and it says that the project will 
‘‘enhance both safety and efficiency.’’ 

I have no doubt that it will do this. I 
have no doubt, but my understanding is 
that the State of Wisconsin has a pro-
gram where they grant funding for pro-
grams like this, for projects like this 
on a priority basis. Apparently, the 
State of Wisconsin didn’t see this as a 
priority or they would have funded it, 
or perhaps they did, but in realizing 
there was a powerful Member here in 
Congress, felt they didn’t have to be-
cause the Federal taxpayer could pick 
up the tab. 

So, here again, why are we paying for 
a roadway that doesn’t serve an inter-
state purpose? This is not part of the 
Interstate Highway System. Again, 
here, it’s a parochial interest, and I un-
derstand that, and the Member will ad-
vocate fiercely for it and for his right 
to get that earmark. Certainly, the 
Member, my good friend from Wis-
consin, is in a position to do that. The 
question is why. Why do we continue 
with a program like this? 

Let me show you this chart again. 
Here is the appropriations chart for 
this year. We have all of the legislation 
that we have considered so far. We 
have just shy of 24 percent of the Mem-
bers of the House. This includes the ap-
propriators, who make up between 13 
and 14 percent. The leadership Mem-
bers and ranking minority members 
and chairmen of committees get a low 
of 46 percent in this bill and a high of 
70 percent in the Financial Services 
bill. 

This seems to be a pattern, and it’s a 
pattern that stretches beyond. Last 
year, I think there were similar spoils 
here. I understand that. Members, 
when they’re here longer, apparently 
understand their districts better than 
Members who haven’t been here as 
long, but it begs the question: Why do 

we continue to do this? I always appre-
ciate when the chairman stands and 
says that earmarks grew under Repub-
lican rule. They did, and that’s some-
thing that will haunt us, I think, for-
ever, and as Republicans, it should. 
The chairman also says, when he was 
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee prior to the Republicans’ taking 
over in ’94, there were no earmarks 
whatsoever in the Labor-HHS bill, not 
one earmark. Tomorrow, we’ll consider 
that bill. I think there are well over 
1,000 earmarks in that bill. There are 
over 1,000 earmarks in the bill today. 
There are well over 1,000 earmarks in 
the defense bill that we’ll consider 
later next week. 

Just because Republicans ramped it 
up doesn’t mean the Democrats have to 
continue it this way. Some will make 
the case that we’ve cut down the num-
ber and the dollar value. That’s a good 
thing. Yet, when you go from zero and 
say with pride ‘‘there were no ear-
marks when I chaired the committee 
before, and now there are only 1,000, 
and we should feel good about that,’’ 
there’s something wrong with this pic-
ture. 

Again, it’s not just the money and 
the earmarks. It’s not just that we’re 
spending on a local transportation 
project that should be funded locally. 
It’s that, when you get earmarks like 
this in a bill and when you include 1,000 
of them, you gather support for a bill 
that, in this case today, increases over-
all spending by 13 percent, I believe, 
over last year’s bill. In a year when our 
deficit will approach $2 trillion, we are 
here, saying that’s okay. We’ll have a 
big vote on this bill—Republicans and 
Democrats is my guess—largely be-
cause there are so many earmarks in 
this bill that people think ‘‘I’ve got a 
little piece of it, so I’m going to vote 
for the broader bill.’’ That’s what has 
driven up spending under Republicans 
and Democrats alike. 

When we lard up these bills with ear-
marks and pet projects, we grease the 
skids for them to pass when we should 
stand up and say that we cannot sus-
tain this level of spending. Again, it’s 
not just a Democrat thing or a Repub-
lican thing. This body, as a whole, is 
guilty of it, but earmarks are a large 
part of that, and we have to recognize 
it. You can cloak it in whatever lan-
guage you want with regard to ‘‘rep-
resenting my constituents,’’ but every 
constituent is out there, wanting 
money. I can tell you mine want to 
keep a lot more of theirs rather than 
send it to Washington so Washington 
can decide, well, I’m going to spend a 
little on a roadway in Wisconsin. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, the project 
under discussion is a transportation 
project, and this is a transportation 
bill. Until 10 years ago, my State, Wis-
consin, was a donor State to highway 
trust funds, at one time getting just a 
70-cents-on-the-dollar return on our 
Federal gas taxes. As a delegation, we 
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fought like the devil for over 30 years 
to turn that around. We finally have. 
Despite that fact and the changes 
we’ve been able to make, Wisconsin, 
along with other Great Lakes States, 
still rank way down the list—45th, 
46th, 47th on its per capita return on 
Federal dollars. 

In contrast, the gentleman’s State, 
Arizona, does much better. Compared 
to Arizona, for example, Wisconsin re-
ceives about $759 less from the Federal 
Government per capita. Arizona does 
very well, for instance, in Federal pro-
curement dollars, getting about $866 
per capita more than Wisconsin. In 
grant programs, such as highway funds, 
Arizona gets about $130 per capita more 
from the Federal Government than 
does Wisconsin. 

When I came to Congress, Wisconsin 
had 10 Members in the House. Arizona, 
I believe, had 3. Arizona has had a huge 
growth in population during the subse-
quent 40 years, and it has been fi-
nanced, in very large part, by Federal 
dollars. I don’t remember how much 
the Central Arizona Project cost, but it 
was billions. I think what the gen-
tleman is suggesting is, now that Ari-
zona has got his, that he begrudges 
somebody else trying to get pennies by 
comparison. 

Let me point out that, in this bill, 
Arizona gets $13 million in earmark 
funds. He says that Wausau, the com-
munity where this highway is being re-
paired, is not on the interstate. Well, 
why on Earth should we confine Fed-
eral responsibility only to commu-
nities lucky enough to be on interstate 
roads? Why should we tell small rural 
towns, ‘‘Sorry. Go off in the corner. 
You don’t have a right to participate in 
Federal support’’? 

With respect to this particular 
project, we are trying to help the com-
munity of Rib Mountain, part of the 
Wausau metropolitan area. We are try-
ing to fix some problems on that heav-
ily traveled and congested commercial 
corridor by adding turn lanes and a me-
dian traffic signal. On July 4, two 15- 
year-old girls were hospitalized by an 
accident in the very location where 
this road is to be modernized. I make 
no apology whatsoever for trying to 
improve that situation. 

I would also point out, if you want to 
talk about me, the unemployment 
level right now in the Wausau area is 
well over 12 percent. The last time I 
checked, the unemployment level in 
Mesa was 7.3 percent. 

The gentleman from Utah also was 
commenting on the previous earmark, 
complaining about that fund. The un-
employment level in Utah is 5.9 per-
cent, less than half of what it is in my 
community. I don’t see why I should 
apologize for trying to get a few items 
for my district. 

I would also note one other thing. If 
you want to talk about earmarks, as 
the gentleman knows, they make up 
less than 1 percent of the discretionary 
part of the Federal budget. I’ve never 
seen a Congress change any President’s 

budget by more than 3 percent. That 3 
percent difference in congressional de-
cisions versus Presidential decisions is 
the difference between having a Presi-
dent and having a King. I make no 
apology whatsoever for the Congress’ 
trying to occasionally exercise its re-
sponsibilities in terms of the power of 
the purse. 

I would also point out one other 
thing. If you take a look at the real 
cause of the deficit, the gentleman 
goes after these very small projects, 
and then suggests that they have a 
major impact on the deficit. I don’t 
know where the gentleman was when 
the previous administration was turn-
ing $6 trillion in projected surpluses 
into a $1 trillion deficit. I don’t know 
where the gentleman was when the ad-
ministration was spending $1 trillion 
on a misguided war in Iraq. Those are 
the items that raise the cost of govern-
ment. Those are the items that add to 
the deficit. Those are the items that 
significantly add to the debt. I make 
no apology for this project in that con-
text. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona will be postponed. 

It is now in order to consider amend-
ments printed in part C of House Re-
port 111–219. 

PART C AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. 
HENSARLING 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part C amendment No. 3 offered by Mr. 
HENSARLING: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Department of 
Transportation—Federal Highway Adminis-
tration—Federal-Aid Highways (Limitation 
on Obligations)’’ shall be available for the 
Doyle Drive Replacement project in San 
Francisco, California, and the amount other-
wise provided under such heading is hereby 
reduced by $2,000,000. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 669, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. HENSARLING) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 
this is an amendment that would 
strike a $2 million earmark requested 
by the Speaker of the House for the 
Doyle Drive Replacement Project in 
San Francisco. Apparently, this drive 
is owned and operated by the California 
Department of Transportation, known 

as Caltrans, which acquired it in 1945 
and which charges tolls from vehicles 
coming across the Golden Gate Bridge. 

According to the Web site, the 
money, among other things, would be 
used to ‘‘raise the original profile of 
the southbound lanes to preserve the 
cultural landscape and retain the cul-
tural relationship between the upper 
and lower portions of the Presidio.’’ 

It would ‘‘reconfigure the Girard 
Road interchange to preserve the Gor-
gas Avenue streetscape adjacent to the 
historic warehouses and to improve 
views to the Palace of Fine Arts.’’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I’m not here to 
tell you that all earmarks are bad. I’m 
not even here to tell you that somehow 
this is a bad use of somebody’s money. 
I’ve never been a particular fan of the 
earmark system, but I don’t come here 
to debate that today. I’ve heard a num-
ber of people say, ‘‘Well, relative to the 
Federal budget, this is kind of pennies 
and nickels.’’ Well, yes, maybe it is. I 
hope, number one, I’m never in Con-
gress so long that I consider $2 million 
to be pennies and nickels, but if it is, 
you know, and if you don’t start saving 
those pennies and nickels, how will you 
ever save the dollars? 

Frankly, with the oppressive treat-
ment we have at the Rules Committee, 
the amendments that Republicans 
would offer that would save billions of 
dollars somehow are never quite made 
in order. 

So, Mr. Chairman, why is this impor-
tant? I think it’s important because we 
need to take stock of where we are as 
a nation. Since President Obama was 
elected, we have seen now the highest 
deficit we’ve ever seen in our Nation’s 
history. It’s over $1 trillion. Mr. Chair-
man, it’s on its way to $1.8 trillion. 
That means, since the Democrats have 
taken control of this House, the Fed-
eral deficit has increased tenfold. The 
national debt is being tripled under 
their watch, under their budget—tri-
pled—with more debt in the next 10 
years than in the previous 220. 

b 1700 
So, yes, maybe $2 million is small 

relative to that, but Mr. Chairman, 
again, if you don’t change the culture 
of spending, how are you ever going to 
change the spending? 

And I wish the Speaker of the House 
was on the floor now. I would pose a 
question to her that I’ve posed before. 
Early in her career when she was in the 
minority, she said, It is just absolutely 
immoral, immoral for us to heap those 
deficits on our children. And so I would 
respectfully ask the Speaker of the 
House, if it’s immoral to do it, why are 
you doing it? This is $2 million, 2 mil-
lion more dollars of deficit that, ac-
cording to the Speaker of the House, is 
immoral. 

The Speaker also has said, prior to 
becoming the Speaker of the House, I’d 
just as soon do away with all ear-
marks; you can’t have Bridges to No-
where for America’s children to pay 
for. I would respectfully ask the Speak-
er of the House if she was on the floor 
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now, Madam Speaker, if you would just 
as soon do away with earmarks why 
don’t you lead by example and quit 
asking for them? 

It appears in this appropriations 
cycle that she has requested herself, or 
jointly with others, 30 earmarks worth 
$36 million. According to Taxpayers for 
Common Sense, in the last appropria-
tions cycle, Mr. Chairman, Speaker of 
the House PELOSI ranked 16th out of 435 
Members of Congress on the number of 
earmarks she requested. 

Again, at a time of trillion-dollar 
deficits maybe there’s time to say ‘‘no’’ 
to one project today so we can say 
‘‘yes’’ to our children’s future tomor-
row. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I claim 

the time in opposition. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Massachusetts is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. Let me 
make a few remarks about the general 
process and then about this amend-
ment, and then maybe I will even have 
a little bit more time. 

As indicated in the report to this bill, 
the funding for earmarks on the Trans-
portation and HUD appropriations bill 
in 2010 has been cut to 50 percent of the 
2006 levels. I would remind the gen-
tleman that in the 2006 budget there 
was both a Republican majority in 
both branches and the President of the 
United States as well. 

Also, this year, Chairman OBEY in-
troduced new requirements to continue 
our effort to ensure that the appropria-
tions process is open, transparent and 
worthy of the public’s trust. As part of 
that, the committee vetted each re-
quest with the agency under whose ju-
risdiction an earmark would fall. Also, 
each request has been publicly dis-
closed on Members’ Web sites so every-
one can know exactly what has been 
asked by every Member and what ones 
are being funded. 

I oppose the particular amendment 
here because the funds here, the $2 mil-
lion of funds, are being used to replace 
Doyle Drive with a new parkway con-
necting the Golden Gate Bridge and the 
Golden Gate National Recreation Area. 
Federal funds would be used for project 
design work and the right-of-way ac-
quisition. Doyle Drive is the only link 
between the San Francisco peninsula 
and Northern California counties, and 
is, therefore, designated as a 
postdisaster recovery route. 

Doyle Drive was built the year I was 
born and is reaching the end of its use-
ful life. The lack of shoulders and the 
absence of a dividing median create 
dangerous operating conditions and 
often result in serious accidents. The 
drive is ranked as the fifth-worst 
bridge in the Nation and the worst in 
California on the measure of structural 
insufficiency. 100,000 drivers, 18,000 
transit riders use that Doyle Drive 
every day. So for those reasons I think 
this is a very important earmark. 

Then I would like to comment, and I 
oppose, again, the amendment. I would 
like then to use the rest of my time to 
point out something that I did a little 
bit earlier, which was to point out that 
at the end of the Carter administration 
there was $1 trillion of national debt. 
That took us from the Presidency of 
President Washington all the way 190 
years to 1980 to get $1 trillion of na-
tional debt. Twelve years later, the na-
tional debt was over $4 trillion, more 
than four times, more than quadrupled 
in that 12 years. That’s the 12 years of 
the greatest debt increase in the his-
tory of the country by any percentage- 
wise. 

In the Presidency of President Clin-
ton, the debt went up another one- 
third, 33 percent, in that 8 years which 
is quite modest compared to what it 
then went up during the previous ad-
ministration, the years from 2001 
through 2009. The debt during that pe-
riod went up from $5.3 trillion—I think 
maybe I said 5.4 the last time I made 
this, hadn’t quite gone down that 
much—but in any case, it’s gone up 
over $10 trillion by the end of the Bush 
administration. So that’s another dou-
bling, the largest actual number of dol-
lars of debt increase in trillions of any 
kind but not the largest percentage. 
This was only a doubling there. 

And where the gentleman gets the 
idea that the debt will be a tripling 
under the present President, I cannot 
imagine. It will take at least seven 
more years for us to have any idea 
what the level of the debt will be at the 
end of that time. He might be sur-
prised, we might all be surprised that 
it will be a good deal more modest than 
the kinds of numbers that the gen-
tleman is using today. 

Mr. LATHAM. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. OLVER. I would be happy to 
yield. 

Mr. LATHAM. I just want to make 
the comment that, unlike Doyle Drive, 
you have not come to the end of your 
useful life. 

Mr. OLVER. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman’s time 
has expired. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
certainly concur with the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

It was a fascinating history lesson 
that the gentleman from Massachu-
setts provided us with, but here are the 
facts. 

According to the Congressional Budg-
et Office, which happens to be ap-
pointed by Democrats, we have the 
largest deficit in the history of the Na-
tion at $1 trillion, 1.8 estimated at the 
end of the year, and it is CBO that says 
that the 10-year budget will triple the 
national debt. 

I would ask the gentleman, again, 
from Massachusetts if this funding is 
so important, why isn’t it paid for by 
the State of California, the city of San 
Francisco, or how about those toll 
roads? And is it really worth borrowing 

the money from the Chinese and send-
ing the bill to our children and grand-
children at this time? I think not. 

I would urge adoption of the amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas will be postponed. 

PART C AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. 
HENSARLING 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk des-
ignated No. 4. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part C amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. 
HENSARLING: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds provided in 
this Act under the heading ‘‘Department of 
Transportation—Federal Highway Adminis-
tration—Surface Transportation Priorities’’ 
shall be available for the Philadelphia Mu-
seum of Art Transportation Improvement 
Program in Pennsylvania, and the amount 
otherwise provided under such heading is 
hereby reduced by $750,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 669, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 
this is an earmark designated for the 
Philadelphia Museum of Art, transpor-
tation improvement program, for 
three-quarters of $1 million, I believe 
requested by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania, who is on the floor. 

There is no doubt, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Philadelphia Museum of Art is 
one of the great art museums in Amer-
ica. I’ve had the occasion to visit it ac-
tually on two occasions I believe. Many 
in America recognize the steps as the 
‘‘Rocky’’ steps from the popular film 
‘‘Rocky.’’ 

According to the sponsor’s Web site, 
the earmark will be used for, ‘‘Inter-
modal transportation improvement 
project to resolve pedestrian and vehic-
ular issues at the convergence of Kelly 
Drive, Spring Garden Street, Art Mu-
seum Drive, Pennsylvania Avenue, and 
Fairmont Avenue.’’ Sounds like a lot of 
avenues and streets coming together. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, let’s take 
stock of where we are: $1 trillion def-
icit, the largest in America’s history. 
It will increase tenfold in just 2 years 
under this Democratic majority, a feat 
I do not believe that has ever been 
achieved in our Nation’s history. 

According to the Congressional Budg-
et Office, again, appointed by Demo-
crats, we will triple the national debt 
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in 10 years. More debt, more debt in the 
next 10 years, Mr. Chairman, than in 
the previous 220. Again, don’t take my 
word for it; ask the Congressional 
Budget Office. 

And so I have no doubt that this is a 
good use of money once again. I have 
no doubt that this great art museum 
could use this money, but I have a 
number of questions. 

Number one, why is this a Federal re-
sponsibility? You know, why didn’t 
this money go to the Dallas Museum of 
Art? How about the Museum of Modern 
Art in New York? How about the Art 
Institute in Chicago? How about the 
Legion of Honor Museum in San Fran-
cisco? How about the hundreds and 
hundreds, if not thousands, of other art 
museums in the Nation, are they not 
equally deserving, Mr. Chairman? 

And if this is a Federal responsi-
bility, is it really a Federal priority at 
a time when, under this Democratic 
majority, we now have the highest rate 
of unemployment that we’ve had in a 
quarter of a century—2.6 million more 
Americans unemployed since President 
Obama took office? Maybe, maybe our 
priority ought to be to try to create 
more jobs, and there are hundreds of 
thousands of small businesses, includ-
ing many in the Fifth Congressional 
District of Texas that could benefit 
from that money and create jobs and 
preserve jobs. 

And then, Mr. Chairman, if I concede 
the argument that somehow this is not 
only a Federal responsibility but a 
Federal priority, again, is it of equal 
priority to creating jobs? Is it of equal 
priority to the money that goes to the 
National Institutes of Health for can-
cer research? Is it of equal priority to 
setting up more rural clinics for our 
veterans’ health care? I think not. 

And although, again, I have no doubt 
that this is a good use of someone’s 
funds, that at a time of $1 trillion def-
icit, at a time of the worst unemploy-
ment we have had in 25 years, you 
know, it just doesn’t meet the test of 
the taxpayers and the struggling fami-
lies in this Nation. 

And, again, if we don’t say ‘‘no’’ to 
somebody’s project today, we cannot 
say ‘‘yes’’ to our children’s future to-
morrow. 

And with that, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The gentleman from Texas does not 
seem to understand that this money 
does not go to the art museum. The art 
museum is located in the city of Phila-
delphia, and it benefits the entire re-
gion. This isn’t private property. It’s a 
public street that runs around a city- 
owned building. The contracts for this 
work will be let by Pennsylvania’s 
transportation department, adminis-
tered by the city of the Philadelphia, 
and this is already an approved TIP 
project. 

The museum is located in one of the 
most dangerous high-traffic areas in 
the city of of Philadelphia, where 
major roadways, as the gentleman indi-
cated, I–76, Martin Luther King Drive, 
Kelly Drive, Schuylkill River Trails 
and the Ben Franklin Parkway con-
verge. This area has proven to be ex-
tremely dangerous for drivers and pe-
destrians alike. 

Just a month ago, a father and son 
were struck by an SUV, critically in-
juring them while biking on Martin 
Luther King Drive on the south side of 
the art museum. Such accidents are 
frightening and common in this area, 
as anyone who has visited the art mu-
seum can attest. 

I requested funding for this earmark 
because it’s vitally important for the 
safety and well-being of my constitu-
ents, as well as the millions of others 
who visit Philadelphia every year. 

I fully support this amendment. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 

certainly respect what the gentleman 
says, and he says that clearly I don’t 
understand aspects of the project. 

What he doesn’t seem to understand 
is that the taxpayers in the Fifth Con-
gressional District of Texas, frankly, 
don’t want to pay for his transpor-
tation projects, and they have trans-
portation needs of their own. 

If this is such a priority, why doesn’t 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
take it out of their share of the Federal 
Highway Trust Fund? Why doesn’t the 
State of Pennsylvania take it from 
their taxpayers? Why doesn’t the City 
of Philadelphia take it from their tax-
payers, or maybe the art museum has 
to charge a little bit more so that the 
struggling taxpayers of the Fifth Dis-
trict of Texas and all over America 
don’t have to pay more in taxes or bor-
row more money from the Chinese to 
help the art museum in Philadelphia. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. I yield 

2 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania, City of Philadelphia (Mr. 
FATTAH). 

b 1715 

Mr. FATTAH. I rise in opposition to 
this amendment, and to support my 
colleague who has offered this very 
worthy project that’s needed. The 
Philadelphia Art Museum is the finest 
art museum anywhere in the world, as 
far as I’m concerned, because I’m from 
the city of Philadelphia. 

But I think we all know that it’s 
critically important to invest in these 
needed infrastructure repairs, and I’m 
very happy that the committee saw fit 
to include this. 

I’d hoped that we would at one point 
think about the real cost to our tax-
payers of these amendments that are 
being offered. I think we probably have 
spent more than $750,000 on these 
amendments attacking earmarks, when 
in fact this is 1 percent of the bill. 
Even if this amendment passed, this 
money would not go against the def-

icit. This money would go to be spent 
in some other way. 

So the point here is this is a needed 
project. I support it. I thank the chair-
man for including it. I thank my col-
league from Philadelphia for his very 
effective fight to get this included in 
this transportation bill. 

I think one thing that this amend-
ment shows is that you’re doing your 
job and working hard. And it benefits, 
like you said, the entire region. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding 
time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire how much time I have 
remaining and who has the right to 
close. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Texas has 15 seconds. The gentleman 
from Texas does have the right to 
close. The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has 21⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. HENSARLING. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I find it ironic that people 
think the citizens of Philadelphia and 
of Pennsylvania don’t pay Federal 
taxes, but they do. 

The reason why government was 
formed is to protect our citizens. So I 
thank the gentleman for offering his 
amendment, to allow me to stand here 
and represent my constituents, the 
constituents of the city of Philadel-
phia, in my district, and also to be able 
to do my job to show them I am bring-
ing back resources to keep not only 
them safe, but to keep the millions of 
visitors, the children, everyone that 
does visit this art museum, keeping 
them safe. That’s exactly what this 
funding would do. 

Again, I ask for a ‘‘no’’ vote on this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 

will just point out to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that, according to 
his own Web site, the recipient is the 
Philadelphia Museum of Art, again, 
one of America’s great art museums. 

But I don’t want to borrow money 
from the Chinese to send the bill to my 
children and grandchildren at a time of 
a trillion-dollar deficit. 

Start saving the pennies and nickels 
and perhaps the dollars. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas will be postponed. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 

rule XVIII, proceedings will now re-
sume on those amendments printed in 
House Report 111–219 on which further 
proceedings were postponed, in the fol-
lowing order: 
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Amendment No. 2 printed in part A 

by Mr. HENSARLING of Texas; 
Amendment No. 3 printed in part A 

by Mr. LATHAM of Iowa; 
Amendment No. 7 printed in part A 

by Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN of New Jersey; 
Amendment No. 8 printed in part A 

by Mrs. BLACKBURN of Tennessee; 
Amendment No. 10 printed in part A 

by Mr. JORDAN of Ohio; 
Amendment No. 11 printed in part A 

by Mr. NEUGEBAUER of Texas; 
Amendment No. 12 printed in part A 

by Mr. STEARNS of Florida; 
Amendment No. 1 printed in part B 

by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona; 
Amendment No. 4 printed in part B 

by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona; 
Amendment No. 7 printed in part B 

by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona; 
Amendment No. 8 printed in part B 

by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona; 
Amendment No. 9 printed in part B 

by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona; 
Amendment No. 10 printed in part B 

by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona; 
Amendment No. 11 printed in part B 

by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona; 
Amendment No. 3 printed in part C 

by Mr. HENSARLING of Texas; 
Amendment No. 4 printed in part C 

by Mr. HENSARLING of Texas. 
The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 

the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. 
HENSARLING 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 152, noes 276, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 620] 

AYES—152 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 

Campbell 
Cantor 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Deal (GA) 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 

Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 

Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Polis (CO) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Richardson 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—276 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 

Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 

Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Poe (TX) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 

Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 

Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 

Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—11 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Boustany 
Hinojosa 

Kaptur 
McCarthy (NY) 
Moore (WI) 
Perriello 

Platts 
Ryan (OH) 
Slaughter 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
are 2 minutes remaining on the vote. 

b 1743 

Messrs. CAO, FILNER, TIM MUR-
PHY of Pennsylvania, LEVIN, BERRY, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Messrs. 
ORTIZ, GRIJALVA, BERMAN, 
ADERHOLT, and BAIRD changed their 
vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. NEUGEBAUER, THORN-
BERRY, CRENSHAW, TIAHRT, 
PETRI, EHLERS, KIRK, PUTNAM, 
DREIER, KING of New York, and BUR-
GESS changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to 
‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 

620, had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘no.’’ 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. 
LATHAM 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. LATHAM) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 136, noes 284, 
not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 621] 

AYES—136 

Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 

Bilirakis 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 

Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
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Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 

Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Moran (KS) 
Neugebauer 

Nunes 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—284 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 

Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 

Hoyer 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 

Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 

Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 

Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—19 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Capuano 
Cleaver 
Davis (IL) 
Dicks 
Hall (NY) 

Higgins 
Israel 
Johnson (IL) 
Kennedy 
Matheson 
McCarthy (NY) 
McHugh 

Moore (WI) 
Paul 
Shea-Porter 
Spratt 
Terry 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining on the vote. 

b 1746 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana changed his 
vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. 

FRELINGHUYSEN 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 116, noes 313, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 622] 

AYES—116 

Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Bachus 
Bartlett 

Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Campbell 
Cantor 

Carney 
Cassidy 
Clarke 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Dahlkemper 
Delahunt 
Doggett 
Dreier 
Edwards (TX) 
Engel 
Fattah 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gohmert 
Hall (NY) 
Harper 
Hensarling 
Himes 
Hodes 
Holt 
Issa 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones 
Kanjorski 

King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kissell 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lucas 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Massa 
McCotter 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (NC) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Nunes 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pitts 
Platts 
Posey 

Price (GA) 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Sensenbrenner 
Sestak 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOES—313 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 

Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 

Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
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McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 

Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 

Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Skelton 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Johnson, Sam 
McCarthy (NY) 

Moore (WI) 
Myrick 
Paul 
Pence 

Spratt 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining on the vote. 

b 1749 

Mr. HALL of New York changed his 
vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MRS. 

BLACKBURN 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 181, noes 252, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 623] 

AYES—181 

Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Bachmann 

Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 

Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 

Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 

Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 

Nye 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Peters 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Young (FL) 

NOES—252 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bordallo 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 

Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 

Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson, E.B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 

Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 

Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 

Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 

Johnson (GA) 
McCarthy (NY) 

Paul 
Spratt 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining on the vote. 

b 1752 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. 

JORDAN OF OHIO 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 145, noes 287, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 624] 

AYES—145 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 

Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 

Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
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Crenshaw 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 

Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—287 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 

Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 

Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 

Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 

Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 

Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Culberson 

McCarthy (NY) 
Paul 
Price (NC) 

Spratt 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining on the vote. 

b 1755 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. 

NEUGEBAUER 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. NEUGEBAUER) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 166, noes 267, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 625] 

AYES—166 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 

Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 

Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 

Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 

Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Peters 
Petri 

Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Young (FL) 

NOES—267 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bordallo 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 

Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 

Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
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Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 

Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 

Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 

Conyers 
McCarthy (NY) 

Paul 
Woolsey 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining on the vote. 

b 1758 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. 

STEARNS 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 152, noes 279, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 626] 

AYES—152 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 

Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 

Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 

Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Linder 
Lucas 

Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—279 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 

Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E.B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 

Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 

Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 

Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—8 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Marchant 
McCarthy (NY) 

McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Paul 

Ross 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). One 
minute remains on this vote. 

b 1801 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 

626, I inadvertently voted ‘‘present’’, and I 
meant to vote ‘‘no.’’ 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 108, noes 327, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 627] 

AYES—108 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Bartlett 
Bilbray 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Camp 
Campbell 

Cantor 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
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Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 

McMorris 
Rodgers 

Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 

Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—327 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 

Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E.B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 

Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 

Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 

Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—4 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 

McCarthy (NY) 
Paul 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). One 
minute remains on the vote. 

b 1804 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 105, noes 328, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 628] 

AYES—105 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Bilbray 
Blackburn 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 

Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 

Heller 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lee (NY) 

Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMahon 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 

Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 

Schauer 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—328 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 

Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 

Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
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Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 

Gerlach 
Herger 

McCarthy (NY) 
Paul 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). One 
minute remains in this vote. 

b 1807 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 124, noes 310, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 629] 

AYES—124 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bartlett 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 

Cantor 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 

King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 

Scalise 
Schauer 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—310 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 

DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 

Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 

Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 

Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 

Lummis 
McCarthy (NY) 

Paul 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). One 
minute remains on this vote. 

b 1810 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 629, 

I was detained unavoidably. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

PART B AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 125, noes 310, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 630] 

AYES—125 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 

Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Harper 
Heller 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:40 Jul 24, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00084 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A23JY7.060 H23JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
B

9S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8671 July 23, 2009 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 

McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 

Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Young (FL) 

NOES—310 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 

Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 

Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 

Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 

Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 

Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—4 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 

McCarthy (NY) 
Paul 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). One 
minute remains in this vote. 

b 1813 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 98, noes 331, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 631] 

AYES—98 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bean 
Bilbray 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 

Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Harper 
Heller 
Hensarling 

Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 

Lungren, Daniel 
E. 

Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMahon 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 

Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Sullivan 
Thornberry 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—331 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 

Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 

Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
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Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 

Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 

Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Doggett 
Holt 

Johnson (GA) 
King (IA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
Miller (NC) 

Paul 
Terry 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). One 
minute remains in the vote. 

b 1816 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 105, noes 329, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 632] 

AYES—105 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bartlett 
Bilbray 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 

Conaway 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Issa 

Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 

McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 

Price (GA) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 

Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—329 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 

DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 

Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 

Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 

Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 

Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 

Franks (AZ) 
McCarthy (NY) 

Paul 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining on the vote. 

b 1819 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 105, noes 329, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 633] 

AYES—105 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bartlett 
Bilbray 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 

Flake 
Fleming 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Harper 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 

Lance 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:40 Jul 24, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00086 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A23JY7.063 H23JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
B

9S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8673 July 23, 2009 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 

Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 

Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—329 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 

Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 

Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 

Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 

Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 

Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 

McCarthy (NY) 
Paul 

Sablan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining on the vote. 

b 1822 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART C AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. 

HENSARLING 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 124, noes 309, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 634] 

AYES—124 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 

Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 

Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Nunes 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Price (GA) 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 

Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 

Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Young (AK) 

NOES—309 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 

Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 

Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:57 Jul 24, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00087 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A23JY7.066 H23JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
B

9S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8674 July 23, 2009 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 

Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 

Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Barrett (SC) 
Bilbray 

Bishop (UT) 
Ellsworth 

McCarthy (NY) 
Paul 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining on the vote. 

b 1825 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART C AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. 

HENSARLING 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 109, noes 326, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 635] 

AYES—109 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 

McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 

Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 

Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 

Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—326 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 

Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 

Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 

Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 

Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—4 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 

McCarthy (NY) 
Paul 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 
The CHAIR (during the vote). One 

minute remains in this vote. 

b 1828 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The CHAIR. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Transpor-

tation, Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010’’. 

The CHAIR. Under the rule, the Com-
mittee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
WEINER) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
SNYDER, Chair of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
3288) making appropriations for the De-
partments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2010, and for other 
purposes, pursuant to House Resolution 
669, he reported the bill back to the 
House with sundry amendments adopt-
ed by the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 669, 
the question on adoption of the amend-
ments will be put en gros. 

The question is on the amendments. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have a 

motion to recommit at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 

gentleman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. LATHAM. In its current form, I 

am. 
Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a 

point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman reserves a point of order. 
The Clerk will report the motion to 

recommit. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Latham moves to recommit the bill 

H.R. 3288 to the Committee on Appropria-
tions with instructions to report the same 
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back to the House forthwith with the fol-
lowing amendment: 

Page 4, strike lines 11 through 16, and in-
sert the following: 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING, RESEARCH, AND 
DEVELOPMENT 

For necessary expenses for conducting 
transportation planning, research, systems 
development, development activities, and 
making grants, to remain available until ex-
pended, $10,233,000. 

Page 7, strike line 16 and all that follows 
through line 23 on page 10, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS 

(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 
For necessary expenses of the Federal 

Aviation Administration, not otherwise pro-
vided for, including operations and research 
activities related to commercial space trans-
portation, administrative expenses for re-
search and development, establishment of 
air navigation facilities, the operation (in-
cluding leasing) and maintenance of aircraft, 
subsidizing the cost of aeronautical charts 
and maps sold to the public, lease or pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only, in addition to amounts 
made available by Public Law 108–176, 
$9,335,798,000, of which $5,190,798,000 shall be 
derived from the Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund, of which not to exceed $7,300,739,000 
shall be available for air traffic organization 
activities; not to exceed $1,231,765,000 shall be 
available for aviation safety activities; not 
to exceed $14,737,000 shall be available for 
commercial space transportation activities; 
not to exceed $113,681,000 shall be available 
for financial services activities; not to ex-
ceed $100,428,000 shall be available for human 
resources program activities; not to exceed 
$330,607,000 shall be available for region and 
center operations and regional coordination 
activities; not to exceed $190,063,000 shall be 
available for staff offices; and not to exceed 
$49,778,000 shall be available for information 
services: Provided, That not to exceed 2 per-
cent of any budget activity, except for avia-
tion safety budget activity, may be trans-
ferred to any budget activity under this 
heading: Provided further, That no transfer 
may increase or decrease any appropriation 
by more than 2 percent: Provided further, 
That any transfer in excess of 2 percent shall 
be treated as a reprogramming of funds 
under section 405 of this Act and shall not be 
available for obligation or expenditure ex-
cept in compliance with the procedures set 
forth in that section: Provided further, That 
the Secretary utilize not less than $17,084,000 
of the funds provided for aviation safety ac-
tivities to pay for staff increases in the Of-
fice of Aviation Flight Standards and the Of-
fice of Aircraft Certification: Provided fur-
ther, That not later than March 31 of each 
fiscal year hereafter, the Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration shall 
transmit to Congress an annual update to 
the report submitted to Congress in Decem-
ber 2004 pursuant to section 221 of Public 
Law 108–176: Provided further, That funds may 
be used to enter into a grant agreement with 
a nonprofit standard-setting organization to 
assist in the development of aviation safety 
standards: Provided further, That none of the 
funds in this Act shall be available for new 
applicants for the second career training pro-
gram: Provided further, That none of the 
funds in this Act shall be available for the 
Federal Aviation Administration to finalize 
or implement any regulation that would pro-
mulgate new aviation user fees not specifi-
cally authorized by law after the date of the 
enactment of this Act: Provided further, That 
there may be credited to this appropriation 

as offsetting collections funds received from 
States, counties, municipalities, foreign au-
thorities, other public authorities, and pri-
vate sources, including funds from fees au-
thorized under Chapter 453 of title 49, United 
States Code, other than those authorized by 
Section 45301(a)(1) of that title, which shall 
be available for expenses incurred in the pro-
vision of agency services, including receipts 
for the maintenance and operation of air 
navigation facilities, and for issuance, re-
newal or modification of certificates, includ-
ing airman, aircraft, and repair station cer-
tificates, or for tests related thereto, or for 
processing major repair or alteration forms: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, not less than 
$9,500,000 shall be for the contract tower 
cost-sharing program: Provided further, That 
of the funds available under this heading not 
to exceed $500,000 shall be provided to the De-
partment of Transportation’s Office of In-
spector General through reimbursement to 
conduct the annual audits of financial state-
ments in accordance with section 3521 of 
title 31, United States Code, and not to ex-
ceed $120,000 shall be provided to that office 
through reimbursement to conduct the an-
nual Enterprise Services Center Statement 
on Auditing Standards 70 audit: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds in this Act for 
aeronautical charting and cartography are 
available for activities conducted by, or co-
ordinated through, the Working Capital 
Fund. 

Page 12, strike lines 12 through 25, and in-
sert the following: 

RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVELOPMENT 

(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, for research, engineering, and de-
velopment, as authorized under part A of 
subtitle VII of title 49, United States Code, 
including construction of experimental fa-
cilities and acquisition of necessary sites by 
lease or grant, $180,000,000, to be derived from 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund and to 
remain available until September 30, 2012: 
Provided, That there may be credited to this 
appropriation as offsetting collections, funds 
received from States, counties, municipali-
ties, other public authorities, and private 
sources, which shall be available for ex-
penses incurred for research, engineering, 
and development. 

Page 38, strike lines 1 through 15, and in-
sert the following: 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 

For expenses necessary to discharge the 
functions of the Secretary, with respect to 
traffic and highway safety under subtitle C 
of title X of Public Law 109–59 and chapter 
301 and part C of subtitle VI of title 49, 
United States Code, $129,774,000, of which 
$32,045,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2011: Provided, That none of the 
funds appropriated by this Act may be obli-
gated or expended to plan, finalize, or imple-
ment any rulemaking to add to section 
575.104 of title 49 of the Code of Federal Reg-
ulations any requirement pertaining to a 
grading standard that is different from the 
three grading standards (treadwear, traction, 
and temperature resistance) already in ef-
fect. 

Page 39, strike line 21 and all that follows 
through line 2 on page 40. 

Page 42, strike lines 18 through 23, and in-
sert the following: 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

SAFETY AND OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Rail-
road Administration, not otherwise provided 

for, $168,770,000 of which $15,300,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2011. 

Page 44, strike line 1 and all that follows 
through line 13 on page 46, and insert the fol-
lowing: 
CAPITAL ASSISTANCE FOR HIGH SPEED RAIL 

CORRIDORS AND INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL 
SERVICE 
To enable the Secretary of Transportation 

to make passenger rail grants for capital 
projects as authorized under sections 26106 
and 24406 of title 49, United States Code; the 
acquisition of new rolling stock; and to enter 
into cooperative agreements for these pur-
poses, $1,000,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2015: Provided, That $50,000,000 
of funds provided under this paragraph are 
available to the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Railroad Administration to fund the 
award and oversight of financial assistance 
made under this paragraph: Provided further, 
That up to $30,000,000 of the funds provided 
under this paragraph are available to the Ad-
ministrator for the purposes of conducting 
research and demonstrating technologies 
supporting the development of passenger rail 
service that is expected to maintain an aver-
age speed of 110 miles per hour or is reason-
ably expected to reach speeds of at least 150 
miles per hour, including the implementa-
tion of the Rail Cooperative Research Pro-
gram authorized by section 24910 of title 49, 
United States Code: Provided further, That up 
to $50,000,000 of the funds provided under this 
paragraph may be used for planning activi-
ties that lead directly to the development of 
a passenger rail corridor investment plan 
consistent with the requirements established 
by the Administrator or a state rail plan 
consistent with chapter 227 of title 49, United 
States Code: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall issue regulations covering appli-
cation procedures and grant criteria for the 
passenger rail grants provided under this 
paragraph: Provided further, That the Federal 
share payable of the costs for which financial 
assistance is made under this paragraph 
shall not exceed 80 percent: Provided further, 
That in addition to the provisions of title 49, 
United States Code, that apply to the pas-
senger rail programs funded under this para-
graph, sections 24402(a)(2), 24402(f), 24402(i), 
and 24403(a) and (c) of title 49, United States 
Code, shall also apply to the provision of 
funds provided under this paragraph: Pro-
vided further, That a project need not be in a 
state rail plan developed under chapter 227 of 
title 49, United States Code, to be eligible for 
assistance under this heading: Provided fur-
ther, That up to $5,000,000 of the funds pro-
vided under this paragraph are available to 
the Administrator for the purposes of imple-
menting section 24316 of title 49, United 
States Code. 

Page 62, strike lines 11 through 21, and in-
sert the following: 
PIPELINE AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 

ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONAL EXPENSES 
(PIPELINE SAFETY FUND) 

For necessary operational expenses of the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration, $18,968,000, of which $639,000 
shall be derived from the Pipeline Safety 
Fund: Provided, That $1,000,000 shall be trans-
ferred to ‘‘Pipeline Safety’’ in order to fund 
‘‘Pipeline Safety Information Grants to 
Communities’’ as authorized under section 
60130 of title 49, United States Code. 

Page 62, strike line 22 and all that follows 
through line 11 on page 63, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 
For expenses necessary to discharge the 

hazardous materials safety functions of the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration, $35,500,000, of which $2,699,000 
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shall remain available until September 30, 
2012: Provided, That up to $800,000 in fees col-
lected under 49 U.S.C. 5108(g) shall be depos-
ited in the general fund of the Treasury as 
offsetting receipts: Provided further, That 
there may be credited to this appropriation, 
to be available until expended, funds re-
ceived from states, counties, municipalities, 
other public authorities, and private sources 
for expenses incurred for training, for re-
ports publication and dissemination, and for 
travel expenses incurred in performance of 
hazardous materials exemptions and approv-
als functions. 

Page 65, strike line 19 and all that follows 
through line 8 on page 66, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Surface 
Transportation Board, including services au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $27,032,000: Provided, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, not to exceed $1,250,000 from fees estab-
lished by the Chairman of the Surface Trans-
portation Board shall be credited to this ap-
propriation as offsetting collections and used 
for necessary and authorized expenses under 
this heading: Provided further, That the sum 
herein appropriated from the general fund 
shall be reduced on a dollar-for-dollar basis 
as such offsetting collections are received 
during fiscal year 2010, to result in a final ap-
propriation from the general fund estimated 
at no more than $25,782,000. 

Page 78, strike line 6 and all that follows 
through line 7 on page 85, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 
TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 

For activities and assistance for the provi-
sion of tenant-based rental assistance au-
thorized under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended (42 U.S.C. 143711 et 
seq.) (‘‘the Act’’ herein), not otherwise pro-
vided for, $13,911,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, shall be available on October 
1, 2009 (in addition to the $4,000,000,000 pre-
viously appropriated under this heading that 
will become available on October 1, 2009), and 
$4,000,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, shall be available on October 1, 2010: 
Provided, That the amounts made available 
under this heading are provided as follows: 

(1) $16,189,200,000 shall be available for re-
newals of expiring section 8 tenant-based an-
nual contributions contracts (including re-
newals of enhanced vouchers under any pro-
vision of law authorizing such assistance 
under section 8(t) of the Act) and including 
renewal of other special purpose vouchers 
initially funded in fiscal year 2008 and 2009 
(such as Family Unification, Veterans Af-
fairs Supportive Housing Vouchers and Non- 
elderly Disabled Vouchers): Provided, That 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
from amounts provided under this paragraph 
and any carryover, the Secretary for the cal-
endar year 2010 funding cycle shall provide 
renewal funding for each public housing 
agency based on voucher management sys-
tem (VMS) leasing and cost data for the 
most recent Federal fiscal year and by apply-
ing the most recent Annual Adjustment Fac-
tor as established by the Secretary, and by 
making any necessary adjustments for the 
costs associated with deposits to family self- 
sufficiency program escrow accounts or first- 
time renewals including tenant protection or 
HOPE VI vouchers: Provided further, That 
none of the funds provided under this para-
graph may be used to fund a total number of 
unit months under lease which exceeds a 
public housing agency’s authorized level of 
units under contract: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall, to the extent necessary 

to stay within the amount specified under 
this paragraph (except as otherwise modified 
under this Act), pro rate each public housing 
agency’s allocation otherwise established 
pursuant to this paragraph: Provided further, 
That except as provided in the last two pro-
visos, the entire amount specified under this 
paragraph (except as otherwise modified 
under this Act) shall be obligated to the pub-
lic housing agencies based on the allocation 
and pro rata method described above, and 
the Secretary shall notify public housing 
agencies of their annual budget not later 
than 60 days after enactment of this Act: 
Provided further, That the Secretary may ex-
tend the 60-day notification period with the 
written approval of the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations: Provided fur-
ther, That public housing agencies partici-
pating in the Moving to Work demonstration 
shall be funded pursuant to their Moving to 
Work agreements and shall be subject to the 
same pro rata adjustments under the pre-
vious provisos: Provided further, That up to 
$150,000,000 shall be available only: (1) to ad-
just the allocations for public housing agen-
cies, after application for an adjustment by a 
public housing agency that experienced a 
significant increase, as determined by the 
Secretary, in renewal costs of tenant-based 
rental assistance resulting from unforeseen 
circumstances or from portability under sec-
tion 8(r) of the Act; (2) for adjustments for 
public housing agencies with voucher leasing 
rates at the end of the calendar year that ex-
ceed the average leasing for the 12-month pe-
riod used to establish the allocation; (3) for 
adjustments for the costs associated with 
VASH vouchers; or (4) for vouchers that were 
not in use during the 12-month period in 
order to be available to meet a commitment 
pursuant to section 8(o)(13) of the Act. 

(2) $103,000,000 shall be for section 8 rental 
assistance for relocation and replacement of 
housing units that are demolished or dis-
posed of pursuant to the Omnibus Consoli-
dated Rescissions and Appropriations Act of 
1996 (Public Law 104–134), conversion of sec-
tion 23 projects to assistance under section 8, 
the family unification program under sec-
tion 8(x) of the Act, relocation of witnesses 
in connection with efforts to combat crime 
in public and assisted housing pursuant to a 
request from a law enforcement or prosecu-
tion agency, enhanced vouchers under any 
provision of law authorizing such assistance 
under section 8(t) of the Act, HOPE VI 
vouchers, mandatory and voluntary conver-
sions, and tenant protection assistance in-
cluding replacement and relocation assist-
ance or for project based assistance to pre-
vent the displacement of unassisted elderly 
tenants currently residing in section 202 
properties financed between 1959 and 1974 
that are refinanced pursuant to Public Law 
106–569, as amended, or under the authority 
as provided under this Act: Provided, That 
the Secretary may provide replacement 
vouchers for all units that were occupied 
within the previous 24 months that cease to 
be available as assisted housing, subject to 
the availability of funds. 

(3) $1,493,800,000 shall be for administrative 
and other expenses of public housing agen-
cies in administering the section 8 tenant- 
based rental assistance program, of which up 
to $50,000,000 shall be available to the Sec-
retary to allocate to public housing agencies 
that need additional funds to administer 
their section 8 programs, including fees asso-
ciated with section 8 tenant protection rent-
al assistance, the administration of disaster 
related vouchers, Veterans Affairs Sup-
portive Housing vouchers, and other incre-
mental vouchers: Provided, That no less than 
$1,443,800,000 of the amount provided in this 
paragraph shall be allocated to public hous-
ing agencies for the calendar year 2010 fund-

ing cycle based on section 8(q) of the Act 
(and related Appropriation Act provisions) as 
in effect immediately before the enactment 
of the Quality Housing and Work Responsi-
bility Act of 1998 (Public Law 105–276): Pro-
vided further, That if the amounts made 
available under this paragraph are insuffi-
cient to pay the amounts determined under 
the previous proviso, the Secretary may de-
crease the amounts allocated to agencies by 
a uniform percentage applicable to all agen-
cies receiving funding under this paragraph 
or may, to the extent necessary to provide 
full payment of amounts determined under 
the previous proviso, utilize unobligated bal-
ances, including recaptures and carryovers, 
remaining from funds appropriated to the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment under this heading, for fiscal year 2009 
and prior fiscal years, notwithstanding the 
purposes for which such amounts were appro-
priated: Provided further, That amounts pro-
vided under this paragraph shall be only for 
activities related to the provision of tenant- 
based rental assistance authorized under sec-
tion 8, including related development activi-
ties. 

(4) $75,000,000 for incremental rental vouch-
er assistance for use through a supported 
housing program administered in conjunc-
tion with the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs as authorized under section 8(o)(19) of 
the United States Housing Act of 1937: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall make such funding 
available, notwithstanding section 204 (com-
petition provision) of this title, to public 
housing agencies that partner with eligible 
VA Medical Centers or other entities as des-
ignated by the Secretary of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs, based on geographical 
need for such assistance as identified by the 
Secretary of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, public housing agency administrative 
performance, and other factors as specified 
by the Secretary of Housing and Urban De-
velopment in consultation with the Sec-
retary of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development may waive, 
or specify alternative requirements for (in 
consultation with the Secretary of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs), any provision 
of any statute or regulation that the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
administers in connection with the use of 
funds made available under this paragraph 
(except for requirements related to fair hous-
ing, nondiscrimination, labor standards, and 
the environment), upon a finding by the Sec-
retary that any such waivers or alternative 
requirements are necessary for the effective 
delivery and administration of such voucher 
assistance: Provided further, That assistance 
made available under this paragraph shall 
continue to remain available for homeless 
veterans upon turn-over. 

(5) $50,000,000 shall be for family self-suffi-
ciency coordinators under section 23 of the 
Act. 

Page 85, strike line 21 and all that follows 
through line 14 on page 87, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

PUBLIC HOUSING CAPITAL FUND 
For the Public Housing Capital Fund Pro-

gram to carry out capital and management 
activities for public housing agencies, as au-
thorized under section 9 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g) (the 
‘‘Act’’) $2,244,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2013: Provided, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law or 
regulation, during fiscal year 2010 the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
may not delegate to any Department official 
other than the Deputy Secretary and the As-
sistant Secretary for Public and Indian 
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Housing any authority under paragraph (2) 
of section 9(j) regarding the extension of the 
time periods under such section: Provided 
further, That for purposes of such section 
9(j), the term ‘‘obligate’’ means, with respect 
to amounts, that the amounts are subject to 
a binding agreement that will result in out-
lays, immediately or in the future: Provided 
further, That up to $15,345,000 shall be to sup-
port the ongoing Public Housing Financial 
and Physical Assessment activities of the 
Real Estate Assessment Center (REAC): Pro-
vided further, That of the total amount pro-
vided under this heading, not to exceed 
$20,000,000 shall be available for the Sec-
retary to make grants, notwithstanding sec-
tion 204 of this Act, to public housing agen-
cies for emergency capital needs including 
safety and security measures necessary to 
address crime and drug-related activity as 
well as needs resulting from unforeseen or 
unpreventable emergencies and natural dis-
asters, excluding Presidentially declared 
emergencies and natural disasters under the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), occurring 
in fiscal year 2010: Provided further, That of 
the total amount provided under this head-
ing, $50,000,000 shall be for supportive serv-
ices, service coordinators and congregate 
services as authorized by section 34 of the 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1437z–6) and the Native Amer-
ican Housing Assistance and Self-Determina-
tion Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4101 et seq.): Pro-
vided further, That of the total amount pro-
vided under this heading, up to $8,820,000 is 
to support the costs of administrative and 
judicial receiverships: Provided further, That 
from the funds made available under this 
heading, the Secretary shall provide bonus 
awards in fiscal year 2010 to public housing 
agencies that are designated high per-
formers. 

Page 87, strike lines 15 through 19, and in-
sert the following: 

PUBLIC HOUSING OPERATING FUND 
For 2010 payments to public housing agen-

cies for the operation and management of 
public housing, as authorized by section 9(e) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437g(e)), $4,600,000,000. 

Page 88, strike line 13 and all that follows 
through line 23 on page 89, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 
For the Native American Housing Block 

Grants program, as authorized under title I 
of the Native American Housing Assistance 
and Self-Determination Act of 1996 
(NAHASDA) (25 U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), 
$645,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That, notwithstanding the 
Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Act of 1996, to determine 
the amount of the allocation under title I of 
such Act for each Indian tribe, the Secretary 
shall apply the formula under section 302 of 
such Act with the need component based on 
single race Census data and with the need 
component based on multi-race Census data, 
and the amount of the allocation for each In-
dian tribe shall be the greater of the two re-
sulting allocation amounts: Provided further, 
That of the amounts made available under 
this heading, $3,500,000 shall be contracted 
for assistance for a national organization 
representing Native American housing inter-
ests for providing training and technical as-
sistance to Indian housing authorities and 
tribally designated housing entities as au-
thorized under NAHASDA; and $4,250,000 
shall be to support the inspection of Indian 
housing units, contract expertise, training, 
and technical assistance in the training, 
oversight, and management of such Indian 
housing and tenant-based assistance, includ-
ing up to $300,000 for related travel: Provided 

further, That of the amount provided under 
this heading, $2,000,000 shall be made avail-
able for the cost of guaranteed notes and 
other obligations, as authorized by title VI 
of NAHASDA: Provided further, That such 
costs, including the costs of modifying such 
notes and other obligations, shall be as de-
fined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to sub-
sidize the total principal amount of any 
notes and other obligations, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$18,000,000. 

Page 90, strike lines 1 through 9, and insert 
the following: 

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANT 
For the Native Hawaiian Housing Block 

Grant program, as authorized under title 
VIII of the Native American Housing Assist-
ance and Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 
U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), $10,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That of 
this amount, $300,000 shall be for training 
and technical assistance activities, including 
up to $100,000 for related travel by Hawaii- 
based HUD employees. 

Page 91, strike lines 12 through 24, and in-
sert the following: 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH 

AIDS 
For carrying out the Housing Opportuni-

ties for Persons with AIDS program, as au-
thorized by the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12901 et seq.), $310,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2011, 
except that amounts allocated pursuant to 
section 854(c)(3) of such Act shall remain 
available until September 30, 2012: Provided, 
That the Secretary shall renew all expiring 
contracts for permanent supportive housing 
that were funded under section 854(c)(3) of 
such Act that meet all program require-
ments before awarding funds for new con-
tracts and activities authorized under this 
section. 

Page 92, strike line 1 and all that follows 
through line 16 on page 95, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 
For assistance to units of State and local 

government, and to other entities, for eco-
nomic and community development activi-
ties, and for other purposes, $4,450,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2012, 
unless otherwise specified: Provided, That of 
the total amount provided, $4,016,000,000 is 
for carrying out the community development 
block grant program under title I of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974, as amended (the ‘‘Act’’ herein) (42 
U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Provided further, That un-
less explicitly provided for under this head-
ing (except for planning grants provided in 
the second paragraph and amounts made 
available under the third paragraph), not to 
exceed 20 percent of any grant made with 
funds appropriated under this heading shall 
be expended for planning and management 
development and administration: Provided 
further, That $65,000,000 shall be for grants to 
Indian tribes notwithstanding section 
106(a)(1) of such Act, of which, notwith-
standing any other provision of law (includ-
ing section 204 of this Act), up to $3,960,000 
may be used for emergencies that constitute 
imminent threats to health and safety. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $151,000,000 shall be available for 
grants for the Economic Development Initia-
tive (EDI) to finance a variety of targeted 
economic investments in accordance with 
the terms and conditions specified in the ex-
planatory statement accompanying this Act: 
Provided, That none of the funds provided 

under this paragraph may be used for pro-
gram operations: Provided further, That, for 
fiscal years 2008, 2009 and 2010, no unobli-
gated funds for EDI grants may be used for 
any purpose except acquisition, planning, de-
sign, purchase of equipment, revitalization, 
redevelopment or construction. 

Of the amount made available under this 
heading, $18,000,000 shall be available for 
neighborhood initiatives that are utilized to 
improve the conditions of distressed and 
blighted areas and neighborhoods, to stimu-
late investment, economic diversification, 
and community revitalization in areas with 
population outmigration or a stagnating or 
declining economic base, or to determine 
whether housing benefits can be integrated 
more effectively with welfare reform initia-
tives: Provided, That amounts made avail-
able under this paragraph shall be provided 
in accordance with the terms and conditions 
specified in the explanatory statement ac-
companying this Act. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading ‘‘Community Planning 
and Development’’ in title II of division K of 
Public Law 110–161 is deemed to be amended 
by striking ‘‘Custer County, ID for acquisi-
tion of an unused middle school building’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Custer County, ID, to con-
struct a community center’’. 

The referenced statement of the managers 
under this heading ‘‘Community Planning 
and Development’’ in title II of division I of 
Public Law 111–8 is deemed to be amended by 
striking ‘‘Custer County, ID, to purchase a 
middle school building’’ and inserting ‘‘Cus-
ter County, ID, to construct a community 
center’’. 

Of the amounts made available under this 
heading, $150,000,000 shall be made available 
for a Sustainable Communities Initiative to 
stimulate improved regional planning efforts 
that integrate housing and transportation 
decisions, and to challenge communities to 
reform zoning and land use ordinances: Pro-
vided, That $100,000,000 shall be for Regional 
Planning Grants to support the linking of 
transportation and land use planning: Pro-
vided further, That $40,000,000 shall be for 
Metropolitan Challenge Grants to foster re-
form and reduce barriers to achieve afford-
able, economically vital, and sustainable 
communities: Provided further, That up to 
$10,000,000 shall be for a joint Department of 
Housing and Urban Development and Depart-
ment of Transportation research effort that 
shall include a rigorous evaluation of the Re-
gional Planning Grants and Metropolitan 
Challenge Grants programs: Provided further, 
That of the amounts made available under 
this heading, $25,000,000 shall be made avail-
able for the Rural Innovation Fund to ad-
dress the problems of concentrated rural 
housing distress and community poverty: 
Provided further, That of the amounts made 
available under this heading, $25,000,000 shall 
be made available for the University Com-
munity Fund for grants to assist universities 
in revitalizing their surrounding commu-
nities, with special attention to Historically 
Black Colleges and Universities, Tribal Col-
leges and Universities, Alaska Native/Native 
Hawaiian Institutions, and Hispanic-Serving 
Institutions: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall develop and publish guidelines 
for the use of such competitive funds includ-
ing, but not limited to, eligibility criteria, 
minimum grant amounts, and performance 
metrics. 

Page 96, strike lines 6 through 14. 
Page 96, strike line 15 and all that follows 

through line 2 on page 97, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 
For the HOME investment partnerships 

program, as authorized under title II of the 
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Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 12721 et 
seq.), $1,825,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2012: Provided, That funds pro-
vided in prior appropriations Acts for tech-
nical assistance, that were made available 
for Community Housing Development Orga-
nizations technical assistance, and that still 
remain available, may be used for HOME 
technical assistance notwithstanding the 
purposes for which such amounts were appro-
priated. 

Page 97, strike lines 3 through 23, and in-
sert the following: 

SELF-HELP AND ASSISTED HOMEOWNERSHIP 
OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM 

For the Self-Help and Assisted Homeown-
ership Opportunity Program, as authorized 
under section 11 of the Housing Opportunity 
Program Extension Act of 1996, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 12805 note), $77,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2012: Provided, 
That of the total amount provided under this 
heading, $27,000,000 shall be made available 
to the Self-Help and Assisted Homeowner-
ship Opportunity Program as authorized 
under section 11 of the Housing Opportunity 
Program Extension Act of 1996, as amended: 
Provided further, That $46,500,000 shall be 
made available for the second, third and 
fourth capacity building activities author-
ized under section 4(a) of the HUD Dem-
onstration Act of 1993 (42 U.S.C. 9816 note), of 
which not less than $10,000,000 may be made 
available for rural capacity building activi-
ties: Provided further, That $3,500,000 shall be 
made available for capacity building activi-
ties as authorized in sections 6301 through 
6305 of Public Law 110–246. 

Page 98, strike line 1 and all that follows 
through line 2 on page 100, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

HOMELESS ASSISTANCE GRANTS 
For the emergency shelter grants program 

as authorized under subtitle B of title IV of 
the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance 
Act, as amended; the supportive housing pro-
gram as authorized under subtitle C of title 
IV of such Act; the section 8 moderate reha-
bilitation single room occupancy program as 
authorized under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended, to assist homeless 
individuals pursuant to section 441 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act; 
and the shelter plus care program as author-
ized under subtitle F of title IV of such Act, 
$1,793,715,000, of which $1,788,715,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2012, and 
of which $5,000,000 shall remain available 
until expended for rehabilitation projects 
with 10–year grant terms: Provided, That not 
less than 30 percent of funds made available, 
excluding amounts provided for renewals 
under the shelter plus care program shall be 
used for permanent housing for individuals 
and families: Provided further, That all funds 
awarded for services shall be matched by not 
less than 25 percent in funding by each 
grantee: Provided further, That for all match 
requirements applicable to funds made avail-
able under this heading for this fiscal year 
and prior years, a grantee may use (or could 
have used) as a source of match funds other 
funds administered by the Secretary and 
other Federal agencies unless there is (or 
was) a specific statutory prohibition on any 
such use of any such funds: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall renew on an annual 
basis expiring contracts or amendments to 
contracts funded under the shelter plus care 
program if the program is determined to be 
needed under the applicable continuum of 
care and meets appropriate program require-
ments and financial standards, as deter-
mined by the Secretary: Provided further, 
That all awards of assistance under this 
heading shall be required to coordinate and 

integrate homeless programs with other 
mainstream health, social services, and em-
ployment programs for which homeless popu-
lations may be eligible, including Medicaid, 
State Children’s Health Insurance Program, 
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families, 
Food Stamps, and services funding through 
the Mental Health and Substance Abuse 
Block Grant, Workforce Investment Act, and 
the Welfare-to-Work grant program: Provided 
further, That up to $8,000,000 of the funds ap-
propriated under this heading shall be avail-
able for the national homeless data analysis 
project and technical assistance: Provided 
further, That all balances for Shelter Plus 
Care renewals previously funded from the 
Shelter Plus Care Renewal account and 
transferred to this account shall be avail-
able, if recaptured, for Shelter Plus Care re-
newals in fiscal year 2010. 

Page 100, strike line 3 and all that follows 
through line 10 on page 102, and insert the 
following: 

HOUSING PROGRAMS 
PROJECT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 

For activities and assistance for the provi-
sion of project-based subsidy contracts under 
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437 et seq.) (‘‘the Act’’), not other-
wise provided for, $7,706,328,000, to remain 
available until expended, shall be available 
on October 1, 2009, and $393,672,000, to remain 
available until expended, shall be available 
on October 1, 2010: Provided, That the 
amounts made available under this heading 
are provided as follows: 

(1) Up to $7,868,000,000 shall be available for 
expiring or terminating section 8 project- 
based subsidy contracts (including section 8 
moderate rehabilitation contracts), for 
amendments to section 8 project-based sub-
sidy contracts (including section 8 moderate 
rehabilitation contracts), for contracts en-
tered into pursuant to section 441 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 11401), for renewal of section 8 con-
tracts for units in projects that are subject 
to approved plans of action under the Emer-
gency Low Income Housing Preservation Act 
of 1987 or the Low-Income Housing Preserva-
tion and Resident Homeownership Act of 
1990, and for administrative and other ex-
penses associated with project-based activi-
ties and assistance funded under this para-
graph. 

(2) Not less than $232,000,000 but not to ex-
ceed $258,000,000 shall be available for per-
formance-based contract administrators for 
section 8 project-based assistance: Provided, 
That the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development may also use such amounts for 
performance-based contract administrators 
for the administration of: interest reduction 
payments pursuant to section 236(a) of the 
National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z–1(a)); 
rent supplement payments pursuant to sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s); section 
236(f)(2) rental assistance payments (12 
U.S.C. 1715z–1(f)(2)); project rental assistance 
contracts for the elderly under section 
202(c)(2) of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 
1701q(c)(2)); project rental assistance con-
tracts for supportive housing for persons 
with disabilities under section 811(d)(2) of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013(d)(2)); project as-
sistance contracts pursuant to section 202(h) 
of the Housing Act of 1959 (Public Law 86–372; 
73 Stat. 667); and loans under section 202 of 
the Housing Act of 1959 (Public Law 86–372; 73 
Stat. 667). 

(3) Amounts recaptured under this heading, 
the heading ‘‘Annual Contributions for As-
sisted Housing’’, or the heading ‘‘Housing 
Certificate Fund’’ may be used for renewals 
of or amendments to section 8 project-based 

contracts or for performance based contract 
administrators, notwithstanding the pur-
poses for which such amounts were appro-
priated. 

Page 102, strike line 11 and all that follows 
through line 6 on page 104, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY 
For capital advances, including amend-

ments to capital advance contracts, for hous-
ing for the elderly, as authorized by section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 
1701(q)), as amended, and for project rental 
assistance for the elderly under section 
202(c)(2) of such Act, including amendments 
to contracts for such assistance and renewal 
of expiring contracts for such assistance for 
up to a 1-year term, and for supportive serv-
ices associated with the housing, $765,000,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2013, 
of which up to $637,000,000 shall be for capital 
advance and project based rental assistance 
awards: Provided, That, of the amount pro-
vided under this heading, up to $90,000,000 
shall be for service coordinators and the con-
tinuation of existing congregate service 
grants for residents of assisted housing 
projects, and of which up to $25,000,000 shall 
be for grants under section 202b of the Hous-
ing Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q–2) for conver-
sion of eligible projects under such section to 
assisted living or related use and for sub-
stantial and emergency capital repairs as de-
termined by the Secretary: Provided further, 
That of the amount made available under 
this heading, $20,000,000 shall be available to 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment only for making competitive grants to 
private nonprofit organizations and con-
sumer cooperatives for covering costs of ar-
chitectural and engineering work, site con-
trol, and other planning relating to the de-
velopment of supportive housing for the el-
derly that is eligible for assistance under 
section 202 of the Housing Act of 1959 (12 
U.S.C. 1701q): Provided further, That amounts 
under this heading shall be available for Real 
Estate Assessment Center inspections and 
inspection-related activities associated with 
section 202 capital advance projects: Provided 
further, That up to $2,000,000 of the total 
amount made available under this heading 
shall be for technical assistance to improve 
grant applications and to facilitate the de-
velopment of housing for the elderly under 
section 202 of the Housing Act of 1959, and 
supportive housing for persons with disabil-
ities under section 811 of the Cranston-Gon-
zalez National Affordable Housing Act: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary may waive 
the provisions of section 202 governing the 
terms and conditions of project rental assist-
ance, except that the initial contract term 
for such assistance shall not exceed 5 years 
in duration. 

Page 104, strike line 7 and all that follows 
through line 14 on page 105, and insert the 
following: 

HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 
For capital advance contracts, including 

amendments to capital advance contracts, 
for supportive housing for persons with dis-
abilities, as authorized by section 811 of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013), for project rent-
al assistance for supportive housing for per-
sons with disabilities under section 811(d)(2) 
of such Act, including amendments to con-
tracts for such assistance and renewal of ex-
piring contracts for such assistance for up to 
a 1-year term, and for supportive services as-
sociated with the housing for persons with 
disabilities as authorized by section 811(b)(1) 
of such Act, and for tenant-based rental as-
sistance contracts entered into pursuant to 
section 811 of such Act, $250,000,000, of which 
up to $114,000,000 shall be for capital ad-
vances and project-based rental assistance 
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contracts, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2013: 

Provided further, That, of the amount pro-
vided under this heading, $87,100,000 shall be 
for amendments or renewal of tenant-based 
assistance contracts entered into prior to fis-
cal year 2005 (only one amendment author-
ized for any such contract): Provided further, 
That all tenant-based assistance made avail-
able under this heading shall continue to re-
main available only to persons with disabil-
ities: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may waive the provisions of section 811 gov-
erning the terms and conditions of project 
rental assistance and tenant-based assist-
ance, except that the initial contract term 
for such assistance shall not exceed 5 years 
in duration: Provided further, That amounts 
made available under this heading shall be 
available for Real Estate Assessment Center 
inspections and inspection-related activities 
associated with section 811 Capital Advance 
Projects. 

Page 146, strike line 20 and all that follows 
through line 4 on page 47, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTATION 
BARRIERS COMPLIANCE BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the Architec-
tural and Transportation Barriers Compli-
ance Board, as authorized by section 502 of 
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, 
$7,000,000: Provided, That, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, there may be 
credited to this appropriation funds received 
for publications and training expenses. 

Page 147, strike line 16 and all that follows 
through line 8 on page 148, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the National 
Transportation Safety Board, including hire 
of passenger motor vehicles and aircraft; 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at 
rates for individuals not to exceed the per 
diem rate equivalent to the rate for a GS–15; 
uniforms, or allowances therefor, as author-
ized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901–5902) $95,400,000 of 
which not to exceed $2,000 may be used for 
official reception and representation ex-
penses. The amounts made available to the 
National Transportation Safety Board in 
this Act include amounts necessary to make 
lease payments on an obligation incurred in 
fiscal year 2001 for a capital lease. Of the 
funds provided, up to $100,000 shall be pro-
vided through reimbursement to the Depart-
ment of Transportation’s Office of Inspector 
General to audit the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board’s financial statements. 

Page 148, strike line 9 and all that follows 
through line 8 on page 153, and insert the fol-
lowing: 

NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 

PAYMENT TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD 
REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 

For payment to the Neighborhood Rein-
vestment Corporation for use in neighbor-
hood reinvestment activities, as authorized 
by the Neighborhood Reinvestment Corpora-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 8101–8107), $133,000,000: 
Provided, That Section 605(a) of the Neigh-
borhood Reinvestment Corporation Act (42 
U.S.C. 8104(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end of the first sentence, prior to the period, 
‘‘, except that the board-appointed officers 
may be paid salary at a rate not to exceed 
level II of the Executive Schedule’’: Provided 
further, That in addition, $33,800,000 shall be 
made available until expended to the Neigh-
borhood Reinvestment Corporation for mort-
gage foreclosure mitigation activities, under 
the following terms and conditions: 

(1) The Neighborhood Reinvestment Cor-
poration (‘‘NRC’’), shall make grants to 
counseling intermediaries approved by the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment (HUD) (with match to be determined 
by the NRC based on affordability and the 
economic conditions of an area; a match also 
may be waived by the NRC based on the 
aforementioned conditions) to provide mort-
gage foreclosure mitigation assistance pri-
marily to States and areas with high rates of 
defaults and foreclosures primarily in the 
subprime housing market to help eliminate 
the default and foreclosure of mortgages of 
owner-occupied single-family homes that are 
at risk of such foreclosure. Other than areas 
with high rates of defaults and foreclosures, 
grants may also be provided to approved 
counseling intermediaries based on a geo-
graphic analysis of the Nation by the NRC 
which determines where there is a preva-
lence of subprime mortgages that are risky 
and likely to fail, including any trends for 
mortgages that are likely to default and face 
foreclosure. A State Housing Finance Agen-
cy may also be eligible where the State 
Housing Finance Agency meets all the re-
quirements under this paragraph. A HUD-ap-
proved counseling intermediary shall meet 
certain mortgage foreclosure mitigation as-
sistance counseling requirements, as deter-
mined by the NRC, and shall be approved by 
HUD or the NRC as meeting these require-
ments. 

(2) Mortgage foreclosure mitigation assist-
ance shall only be made available to home-
owners of owner-occupied homes with mort-
gages in default or in danger of default. 
These mortgages shall likely be subject to a 
foreclosure action and homeowners will be 
provided such assistance that shall consist of 
activities that are likely to prevent fore-
closures and result in the long-term afford-
ability of the mortgage retained pursuant to 
such activity or another positive outcome 
for the homeowner. No funds made available 
under this paragraph may be provided di-
rectly to lenders or homeowners to discharge 
outstanding mortgage balances or for any 
other direct debt reduction payments. 

(3) The use of Mortgage Foreclosure Miti-
gation Assistance by approved counseling 
intermediaries and State Housing Finance 
Agencies shall involve a reasonable analysis 
of the borrower’s financial situation, an 
evaluation of the current value of the prop-
erty that is subject to the mortgage, coun-
seling regarding the assumption of the mort-
gage by another non-Federal party, coun-
seling regarding the possible purchase of the 
mortgage by a non-Federal third party, 
counseling and advice of all likely restruc-
turing and refinancing strategies or the ap-
proval of a workout strategy by all inter-
ested parties. 

(4) NRC may provide up to 15 percent of the 
total funds under this paragraph to its own 
charter members with expertise in fore-
closure prevention counseling, subject to a 
certification by the NRC that the procedures 
for selection do not consist of any procedures 
or activities that could be construed as an 
unacceptable conflict of interest or have the 
appearance of impropriety. 

(5) HUD-approved counseling entities and 
State Housing Finance Agencies receiving 
funds under this paragraph shall have dem-
onstrated experience in successfully working 
with financial institutions as well as bor-
rowers facing default, delinquency and fore-
closure as well as documented counseling ca-
pacity, outreach capacity, past successful 
performance and positive outcomes with doc-
umented counseling plans (including post 
mortgage foreclosure mitigation counseling), 
loan workout agreements and loan modifica-
tion agreements. NRC may use other criteria 
to demonstrate capacity in underserved 
areas. 

(6) Of the total amount made available 
under this paragraph, up to $3,000,000 may be 
made available to build the mortgage fore-
closure and default mitigation counseling 
capacity of counseling intermediaries 
through NRC training courses with HUD-ap-
proved counseling intermediaries and their 
partners, except that private financial insti-
tutions that participate in NRC training 
shall pay market rates for such training. 

(7) Of the total amount made available 
under this paragraph, up to 4 percent may be 
used for associated administrative expenses 
for the NRC to carry out activities provided 
under this section. 

(8) Mortgage foreclosure mitigation assist-
ance grants may include a budget for out-
reach and advertising, and training, as deter-
mined by the NRC. 

(9) The NRC shall report bi-annually to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions as well as the Senate Banking Com-
mittee and House Financial Services Com-
mittee on its efforts to mitigate mortgage 
default. Such reports shall identify success-
ful strategies and methods for preserving 
homeownership and the long-term afford-
ability of at risk mortgages and shall include 
recommended efforts that will or likely can 
assist in the success of this program as well 
as an analysis of any policy and procedures 
that failed to result in successful mortgage 
foreclosure mitigation. The report shall in-
clude an analysis of the details and use of 
any post mitigation counseling of assisted 
borrowers designed to ensure the continued 
long-term affordability of the mortgages 
which were the subject of the mortgage fore-
closure mitigation assistance. 

Mr. OLVER (during the reading). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ISSA. Objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Clerk will continue to read. 
The Clerk continued to read. 
Mr. LATHAM (during the reading.) 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the motion to 
recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The mo-
tion to recommit is withdrawn. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have a 

motion to recommit at the desk. 
Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a 

point of order on the motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

point of order is reserved. 
Is the gentleman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. LATHAM. In its present form, I 

am, yes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Latham moves to recommit the bill 

H.R. 3288 to the Committee on Appropria-
tions with instructions to report the same 
back to the House forthwith with the fol-
lowing amendment: 

Page 4, line 16, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,500,000)’’. 

Page 8, line 3, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $11,370,000)’’. 

Page 8, line 13, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $11,370,000)’’. 

Page 12, line 19, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $15,000,000)’’. 

Page 38, line 7, after the first dollar 
amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,962,000)’’. 
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Page 39, strike line 21 and all the follows 

through line 2 on page 40. 
Page 42, line 21, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,763,000)’’. 
Page 44, line 8, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by Page $3,000,000)’’. 
Page 45, beginning on line 21 strike ‘‘Pro-

vided further, That if’’ and all that follows 
through line 13 on page 46. 

Page 62, line 17, after the first dollar 
amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’’. 

Page 62, line 25, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’’. 

Page 65, line 23, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,768,000)’’. 

Page 66, line 8, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,768,000)’’. 

Page 78, line 12, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $331,000,000)’’. 

Page 78, line 20, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $198,000,000)’’. 

Page 81, line 9, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $17,000,000)’’. 

Page 82, line 10, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $106,200,000)’’. 

Page 85, line 6, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’. 

Page 86, line 1, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $256,000,000)’’. 

Page 87, line 19, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $200,000,000)’’. 

Page 88, line 17, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $105,000,000)’’. 

Page 90, line 5, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)’’. 

Page 91, line 17, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $40,000,000)’’. 

Page 92, line 5, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $150,607,000)’’. 

Page 96, strike lines 6 through 14. 
Page 96, line 19, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $175,000,000)’’. 
Page 97, line 8, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $8,000,000)’’. 
Page 97, line 15, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $6,500,000)’’. 
Page 97, line 20, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,500,000)’’. 
Page 98, line 12, after the first and second 

dollar amounts insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$56,285,000)’’. 

Page 100, line 8, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $606,328,000)’’. 

Page 100, line 14, after the dollar amount 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $606,328,000)’’. 

Page 102, line 20, after the dollar amount 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $235,000,000)’’. 

Page 102, line 22, after the dollar amount 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $235,000,000)’’. 

Page 104, line 20, after the dollar amount 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000,000)’’. 

Page 104, line 21, after the dollar amount 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000,000)’’. 

Page 147, line 1, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $200,000)’’. 

Page 147, line 24, after the first dollar 
amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,800,000)’’. 

Page 148, line 22, after the dollar amount 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $30,000,000)’’. 

b 1915 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Massachusetts con-
tinue to reserve his point of order? 

Mr. OLVER. I do not. I withdraw my 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Iowa is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
you very much. I want to wish the 
Members a good evening. I’m sorry 
about the delay here. 

Mr. Speaker, this motion to recom-
mit is really quite simple. It simply re-
duces the accounts that exceed the lev-

els recommended in the budget request 
back down to the President’s proposed 
level. I’m quite confident the funding 
levels proposed by the President are 
sufficient, and frankly, if the higher 
levels of funding were required, the 
budget request would have identified 
higher funding levels. 

Let me say again that I would be a 
strong supporter of this bill if the fund-
ing levels weren’t so astronomically 
out of proportion with the current re-
ality. I hold a very positive view of 
Chairman OLVER and admire his 
thoughtful and fair approach to this 
bill, but a 25 percent increase over the 
funding level of fiscal year ’09 is ab-
surd, especially in the context of the 
huge sums of funding provided to the 
Department of Transportation and 
HUD through the stimulus bill. This 
bill would fund these agencies at $68 
billion on top of the more than $61.8 
billion they received through the stim-
ulus. How can these agencies possibly 
spend through this funding in an effi-
cient and effective manner? 

So in response to this reckless pat-
tern, my motion would reduce the bill’s 
bottom line by cutting only those ac-
counts that were funded over and above 
the President’s request. This motion to 
recommit saves the U.S. taxpayers $5.4 
billion. 

I would ask for your support for this 
motion to recommit. I think in today’s 
fiscal climate, it is totally appropriate 
and is something that we should do. 
This is about our kids and our grand-
children in the future. And just to 
bring it back to the President’s re-
quest, I don’t think this is something 
that is too much to ask from anyone. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 

opposition to the motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Massachusetts is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, I think it’s 
quite ironic that the amendment that’s 
being offered is one to reduce the fund-
ing and conform the funding to the 
President’s request, but it’s exactly 
what the now minority has done year 
after year in rubber-stamping the 
President’s position. That’s what’s so 
ironic about it. 

We, on the other hand, have taken an 
independent view with a very good sub-
committee, with some Members on the 
minority side who have joined us on 
some of this and, in fact, have taken a 
position substantially in support of the 
idea which is at the core of this legisla-
tion that we are doing something more 
for vulnerable populations. 

Virtually everything that has been 
removed in reductions from this bill is 
in those things, but not all of them, 
virtually all, in the area of assistance 
for vulnerable populations. Let me just 
go down the list. 

We have section 8, tenant-based hous-
ing and section 8 project-based hous-
ing, a total of a $798 million reduction, 
all of them back to the President’s re-
quests. But the needs got greater from 

when the requests were made because 
of what is happening, because there are 
more homeless, because there are more 
people out of work than there were at 
the time the request was made, in all 
good faith. 

The Native American Block Grant 
for the poorest of the poor is reduced 
by $105 million. 

Elder housing, which we had raised 
by $235 million, and the housing for the 
disabled people, which we had raised by 
$100 million, which, by the way, all of 
this was taken through the full Appro-
priations Committee and approved by 
the Appropriations Committee and 
sent to the floor. 

Homeless assistance has been reduced 
by $56 million. 

The public housing operating fund 
has been reduced by $200 million. 

The public housing authority’s cap-
ital fund, reduced by $256 million. 

The housing for people with AIDS, 
reduced by $40 million. 

The HOME Program for affordable 
housing, rental housing, as well as 
first-time homeownership is reduced by 
$175 million. All of these to conform 
with the President’s number. 

Our committee and our Members feel 
very strongly that those vulnerable 
populations need a little bit more 
under the circumstances that we are 
dealing with at the present time, so we 
put it in, and that’s the way we voted 
today. 

Now, beyond that, we have had a 
strong vote on the issue of high-speed 
rail and the items related to it, a vote 
which was earlier today, 136 for an 
amendment to strike the very thing 
that is backing this motion to 284 
against, including 40 Members from the 
minority side who voted with the ma-
jority on that issue. 

Beyond that, we have the amendment 
which reduces the FAA’s safety posi-
tions in two different areas; one by re-
moving 150 aviation inspectors, which 
we went above the President’s request, 
I think quite legitimately, for aviation 
safety, and also 35 additional people 
that we put in for rail safety. We’ve 
had some rail problems. We believe 
that there are problems that needed to 
be dealt with. 

So all of those things have been done. 
I think we should keep exactly what we 
have done, the vote before, and reject 
this motion to recommit. 

I yield time to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. OBEY. I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. I would urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on 
this. I simply think that we are enti-
tled to ask one question: Why on 
Earth, if we’re supposed to take this 
motion seriously, were we required to 
listen through the reading of a 55-page 
amendment, witness it being with-
drawn, and then have them introduce 
an amendment which is virtually the 
same in an identical form? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of passage. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 192, nays 
226, not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 636] 

YEAS—192 

Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 

Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Marshall 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 

Minnick 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Perriello 
Peters 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—226 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 

Barrow 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 

Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 

Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 

Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 

Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—15 

Barrett (SC) 
Berry 
Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Conyers 

Duncan 
Kaptur 
McCarthy (NY) 
Paul 
Platts 

Richardson 
Rush 
Schiff 
Smith (NJ) 
Towns 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is 
less than a minute remaining in this 
vote. 

b 1941 

Messrs. MURPHY of Connecticut, 
CARNEY, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, and 
Mr. TEAGUE changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania 
changed his vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Under clause 10 of rule XX, the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 256, nays 
168, not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 637] 

YEAS—256 

Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Massa 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 

Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
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NAYS—168 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—9 
Abercrombie 
Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 

Blunt 
McCarthy (NY) 
Murphy (CT) 

Pascrell 
Paul 
Skelton 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote. 

b 1948 
So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION OF INQUIRY TO THE PRESI-
DENT 
Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee 

on Armed Services, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 111–221) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 602) requesting that 
the President and directing that the 
Secretary of Defense transmit to the 
House of Representatives all informa-
tion in their possession relating to spe-
cific communications regarding detain-
ees and foreign persons suspected of 
terrorism, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 3293, DEPARTMENTS OF 
LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, AND 
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2010 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 111–222) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 673) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3293) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Labor, Health and Human 
Services, and Education, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS TO 
FINANCIAL CRISIS INQUIRY COM-
MISSION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 5 of the Fraud Enforce-
ment and Recovery Act of 2009 (P.L. 
111–21), and the order of the House of 
January 6, 2009, the Chair announces a 
joint appointment by the Speaker and 
the majority leader of the Senate and 
an appointment by the Speaker on the 
part of the House to the Financial Cri-
sis Inquiry Commission: 

Joint appointment: 
Mr. Phil Angelides, Sacramento, 

California, Chairman 
Speaker’s appointments: 
Ms. Brooksley Born, Washington, 

D.C. 
Mr. John W. Thompson, Woodside, 

California 
f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
REPUBLICAN LEADER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JOHN A. 
BOEHNER, Republican Leader: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, July 22, 2009. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: Pursuant to Section 
5 of the Fraud Enforcement and Recovery 
Act of 2009 (P.L. 111–21), I am pleased to ap-
point the following individuals to the Finan-
cial Crisis Inquiry Commission. 

The Honorable William M. Thomas of Ba-
kersfield, California (Vice Chairman) 

Mr. Peter J. Wallison of Old Snowmass, 
Colorado 

Both Mr. Thomas and Mr. Wallison have 
expressed interest in serving in this capacity 
and I am pleased to fulfill their requests. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN A. BOEHNER, 

Republican Leader. 

f 

A CONTRABAND FLOW CHART 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, this organi-
zational chart is a chart that rep-

resents the new way that health care 
would be handled in the United States 
under the Democrats’ plan. This is a 
chart that we will not be allowed, 
though, to send out to our constituents 
because it has been ruled inappropriate 
to send out. But we want the American 
people to see it. 

The other thing that people need to 
know about the Democrat health bill is 
that it’s going to give higher taxes to 
small businesses and it’s going to de-
stroy jobs. According to the Demo-
crats’ plan, filers making $280,000 will 
be hit with a 1 percent surtax. Filers 
making $400,000 will be hit by a 1.5 per-
cent surtax, and filers making $800,000 
will be hit by a 5.4 percent surtax. 

Because most small businesses pay 
their taxes as part of their owner’s in-
dividual tax filing, a majority of those 
hit by this new tax will be small busi-
nesses. According to the National Asso-
ciation of Manufacturers, an industry 
hard hit by the economy, 68 percent of 
manufacturers file as S corporations 
with an average income of $570,000. We 
also know this bill will destroy 4.7 mil-
lion jobs. That’s too many jobs to de-
stroy in this country. We don’t need 
this health care bill. 

f 

VAGUE AND GENERAL HEALTH 
CARE REFORM 

(Mr. COBLE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, during his 
prime time press conference last night, 
President Obama spoke in vague gener-
alities about his care proposal in 
claiming the plan is deficit neutral. 
The nonpartisan Congressional Budget 
Office disagrees, the CBO, found that 
the legislation would increase the def-
icit by $239 billion over a 10-year pe-
riod. The CBO director recently said 
the administration’s plan significantly 
expands the Federal responsibility for 
health care costs, but you wouldn’t 
know this from having watched last 
evening’s press conference. Not one re-
porter questioned the President about 
the CBO’s findings. Instead the media, 
once again, gave the President a free 
pass and deprived Americans of all the 
facts surrounding health care. 

f 

HEALTH CARE REFORM WILL 
BENEFIT SMALL BUSINESS 

(Mrs. MALONEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, Amer-
ica’s small businesses are facing a 
health care crisis, and they need our 
help. Small businesses pay 18 percent 
more for the same health insurance 
benefits as large businesses, hampering 
these incubators of recovery and 
growth. We must fix the broken health 
care system to help our Nation’s entre-
preneurs and their employees. 

Half of all Americans work for a 
small business. That’s half of the Na-
tion’s private, nonfarm gross domestic 
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product. Economic recovery and sus-
tained growth depend on strong small 
businesses. Health reform could save 
small businesses up to $855 billion, 
growing the economy and creating new 
jobs. Our small businesses are in crit-
ical condition. If we fail to treat this 
crisis, we put our Nation’s economic 
well-being and recovery at risk. 

f 

HEALTH CARE REFORM LOOP-
HOLES ALLOW ILLEGAL IMMI-
GRANTS TO GET BENEFITS 

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
when CBS News anchor Katie Couric 
asked President Obama if illegal immi-
grants could participate in his health 
care plan, his answer was ‘‘no.’’ How-
ever, here are the facts which have not 
been reported by the media. There are 
gaping loopholes in the health care bill 
that allow illegal immigrants to re-
ceive taxpayer-funded benefits. 

The bill contains no verification 
mechanism to ensure that illegal im-
migrants do not apply for benefits. In 
fact, Democrats rejected an amend-
ment to close this loophole. And the 
bill leaves open the possibility that if 
one citizen family member is eligible 
for benefits, then the whole family, in-
cluding illegal immigrant family mem-
bers, is also eligible for the benefits. 
The proposed health care scheme could 
force the American people to pay for 
the health care of illegal immigrants. 
This is simply another reason to op-
pose it. 

f 

PHYSICIAN-OWNED AND SPE-
CIALTY HOSPITALS WILL BE EM-
BRACED BY THE HEALTH CARE 
REFORM BILL 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I think the real truth is that 
Americans want real health care re-
form. They understand that families 
are paying $1,800 a year for the unin-
sured, $1,200 if you’re a single indi-
vidual, costs that will continue to grow 
without health care reform. Fourteen 
thousand Americans lose their health 
care every day. All of the issues that 
my friends on the other side talk about 
they know are workable issues. 

The bottom line is access to health 
care. In Texas, our effort and intent is 
to embrace and work with physician- 
owned and specialty hospitals. We want 
to make sure that they are protected 
in this health care reform. Why? Be-
cause they provide services to Ameri-
cans and Texans that others cannot 
provide. We want to ensure that there 
is access to health care all over, but we 
also don’t want to have smoke and mir-
rors. My friends on the other side 
should get at the table of negotiation, 
make sure our specialty and physician- 

owned hospitals are protected and al-
lowed to grow if they are in the process 
of building, not use the arbitrary dead-
line; but, yes, we should face the ques-
tion, save Americans $1,800 a year, 
$1,200 for an individual, stop the bleed-
ing, stop the 14,000 that are losing their 
health care. 

f 

RESOLUTION OF THE SANTA FE, 
TEXAS, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, House Re-
publicans and even some Democrats 
have been highlighting the problems 
with the proposed health care bill this 
Congress is considering. Santa Fe, 
Texas, in the district that I represent, 
has 10,500 hardworking folks with con-
cerns about this massive intrusion of 
government-run health care. Just this 
week, the Santa Fe Chamber of Com-
merce passed a resolution strongly op-
posing the proposals the majority has 
put forward. 

I think the voice of small-town 
America can say it even better than I 
can. The highlights of the resolution 
include: ‘‘The Santa Fe Chamber of 
Commerce expresses its opposition to 
any legislation that develops national 
health care in the United States.’’ This 
proposal will require huge tax in-
creases in order to subsidize the 
planned program. 

And one more passage: ‘‘The Federal 
Government should not be in the busi-
ness of controlling and manipulating 
the health care system.’’ The good peo-
ple of Santa Fe, Texas, understand the 
problems with government-run health 
care. I wish my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle did as well. 

RESOLUTION 
Be it resolved that the Board of Directors 

of the Santa Fe Chamber of Commerce ex-
press its opposition to any legislation that 
develops National Healthcare in the United 
States, and 

Whereas, the health care plan as proposed 
creates huge inequities among all hard- 
working wage earners in America, and 

Whereas, this proposal will require huge 
tax increases in order to subsidize the 
planned program, and 

Whereas, the Federal Government should 
not be in the business of controlling and ma-
nipulating the health care system, and 

Whereas, the enactment of a government- 
run, health care insurance program is not 
sustainable. No confidence exists in the Fed-
eral Government’s ability to deliver the cost 
containments necessary to expand coverage 
of the uninsured, and 

Whereas, the private health care insurance 
industry has the existing tools to contain 
costs and the incentives necessary to im-
prove quality and affordability for their cus-
tomers, and 

Whereas, under the health care reform bill, 
access to health care will become unreason-
able to the highest degree. The rationing of 
health care in countries with socialized med-
icine has led to patients dying because they 
were forced to wait too long to receive treat-
ment, and 

Whereas, the solution in health care re-
form lies in improving the quality and af-

fordability of health care through market- 
based changes, and 

Whereas, the focus on health care reforms 
should be directed in finding ways to make 
private health care coverage more affordable 
and to provide fair and adequate reimburse-
ments for care. 

Therefore, be it resolved that: The Board of 
Directors of the Santa Fe Chamber of Com-
merce representing 225 businesses in our 
community states through this resolution 
its strong opposition to the proposed changes 
in our country’s health system through gov-
ernment interference and control, and 

Be it further resolved that a copy of this 
resolution be forwarded immediately to our 
elected representatives in the U.S. House of 
Representatives and Senate. 

Passed this day of July 21, 2009 
Signed by: Andrea Brinegar 2009 Santa Fe 

Chamber of Commerce, Inc., Chairman of the 
Board. 

f 

STOP CENSORING THE HEALTH 
CARE CHART 

(Mr. BRADY of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
what is the Speaker trying to hide? 
Last week, America got the first peek 
at what the Democratic government- 
run health care plan would look like; 
and what people saw, based upon the 
economists on the minority staff of the 
Joint Economic Committee, was 31 new 
Federal programs, agencies, commis-
sions and mandates in between them 
and their doctors ensuring that 
unelected bureaucrats would choose 
what doctors they can see, what treat-
ments they deserve and what medicines 
they can receive. This is not the type 
of health care system Americans want. 

But today, the Democrat House is 
blocking Republicans from sharing this 
important flow chart with their con-
stituents. Why are we censoring the 
American Congress? Why are we pre-
venting the public from seeing what 
the Democrat health care plan will do? 
We deserve, our public deserves the 
right to know what this health care 
will do to their lives and their family’s 
lives. 

It is time to let America know. Stop 
the censoring. Let us share the health 
care chart with our constituents. 

f 

b 2000 

IT’S TIME THE AMERICAN PEOPLE 
GET TO SEE THE TRUTH 

(Mrs. BACHMANN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I 
think it’s so important for the Amer-
ican people to understand that right 
now in Congress this is considered con-
traband. This is very controversial. 
Even though this represents the Demo-
crats’ health care plan, we are not, as 
Members of Congress, allowed to put 
this chart up on our Web sites. We’re 
not allowed to send this chart out to 
our constituents across America. 
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What are the Democrats worried 

about, Mr. Speaker? Could it be be-
cause this is the latest board game in 
the United States, that the American 
health care consumer stands on this 
side of 31 bureaucracies and they have 
to figure out how to get through 31 bu-
reaucracies before they can get to their 
doctor? Or could it be, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause this will cost 5 million jobs? Or 
could it be, Mr. Speaker, because this 
will cost $2 trillion in additional def-
icit? 

I can understand why the Democrats 
wouldn’t want the American people to 
see this, but I don’t understand how 
you can make the claim that this is 
the most transparent Congress in the 
history of this country, if you won’t 
even let the American people see that 
there are 31 bureaucracies that stand 
between average Americans and their 
doctor. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s time that the Amer-
ican people get to see the truth. This 
shouldn’t be contraband. 

f 

THE AMERICAN PEOPLE HAVE A 
RIGHT TO KNOW 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I can’t believe it. The Democrats 
have 70-some more Members in this 
Chamber than we do, and yet they’re 
afraid to let the American people know 
what’s in their health plan. This thing, 
I call it a thing, has 31 new Federal 
agencies, commissions and mandates in 
it, and that’s between the doctor and 
their patient. And the American people 
have a right to know these things, and 
they’re saying we can’t put it on our 
Web site. We can’t mail it to our con-
stituents. We can’t tell them about it. 
That is censorship. 

They shouldn’t have to worry. With 
70-some more votes than we have, they 
ought to be able to do anything they 
want to in this House. But even Demo-
crats don’t like this plan. That’s why 
they can’t get it out of the House and 
can’t even get it out of committee 
right now. 

The American people have a right to 
know. Censorship should never happen 
in the House of Representatives, the 
people’s House, and I’d say to the 
Speaker, let’s get with it. The Amer-
ican people should see what they’re 
going to get if they pass your plan. 

f 

CENSORSHIP IN THIS HOUSE 

(Mr. GOHMERT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, during 
the American Revolution, often Vol-
taire was quoted for saying, I disagree 
with what you say, but I will defend to 
the death your right to say it. Man, the 
revolution has been turned on its head. 

Now we’re told that you cannot use 
government resources to use the term 

‘‘government-run health care’’ because 
that offends the majority, so they are 
censoring the mail, censoring the re-
sources here. But now we are, until 
they turn off the mikes and the lights 
again this year, we’re able to hold post-
ers here on the floor. Here’s another 
thing that’s been censored. 

Mr. Speaker, this is outrageous. Just 
because anybody disagrees with what 
we say, it’s no reason to shut down our 
right to say it. This country can’t pro-
ceed with this kind of censorship. 

f 

CENSORSHIP 
(Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-

fornia asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I serve on the 
Franking Commission for this body. 
The purpose of the Franking Commis-
sion essentially is to make sure that 
government resources are not used in a 
way that would look like it’s campaign 
purposes; that is, we are very careful 
about how many times you use the per-
sonal pronoun ‘‘I,’’ how many times 
you can have your picture in a news-
letter. But never in the history of this 
House have these rules been used to 
censor Members from articulating a 
point of view on an issue that is before 
this House. 

This chart has been introduced into 
the record, the official record of con-
sideration of the health bill before the 
Ways and Means Committee, and yet 
we have been told by the majority, 
we’ve been told that it’s been taken 
above the level of those of us on the 
Franking Commission. We’ve been told 
that we cannot use this. Why? Because 
they disagree with our opinions ex-
pressed herein. 

I didn’t know that one of the obliga-
tions of the minority was to accept 
censorship because the majority does 
not want our efforts to get in their way 
of passing a health bill that takes con-
trol of health away from people and 
puts it in the government. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KRATOVIL). The Chair announces a cor-
rection to an earlier vote tally. On roll 
call vote No. 628, the ayes were 105 and 
the noes were 328. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. POE of Texas addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

CENSORSHIP BY THE MAJORITY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I’ve been in this House for a long 
time and I’ve served with a number of 
Presidents. I’ve served with a number 
of Democrat and Republican Speakers. 
I’ve served with colleagues that are 
very good friends of mine that are 
Democrats and Republicans, and I’ve 
never had a problem getting along with 
them. And even though we have strong 
differences with my Democrat col-
leagues, at least I felt they were fair 
most of the time. In fact, they always 
tried to be fair. And I’ve talked to the 
majority leader about problems. We’ve 
talked to a lot of the Members that are 
chairmen of committees about prob-
lems, and they’ve been very fair in 
most cases. But I have never, ever seen 
anything like this. 

This is a chart that shows the Demo-
crats’ health care plan. We’ve been 
talking about it tonight. KEVIN BRADY 
worked this up, and it’s very, very ac-
curate. It shows all of the committees 
or agencies that are going to be created 
that the American people are going to 
have to go through to get health care. 
There are 31 new Federal agencies, 
commissions and mandates that will 
come between the patient and their 
doctor. 

Now, we have had problems dealing 
with the post office. The post office has 
had their stamps going up because 
they’re not making the profit that 
they should. We have problems with 
HHS. We have problems with the auto-
mobile industry now that’s now called 
Obama Motors. We have all kinds of 
problems right now because govern-
ment cannot handle the things that the 
private sector can. 

Now, we do need to improve health 
care. We need to make some changes 
that will be positive, and the Repub-
licans have a plan to do that, but to 
say that that is something that we 
should not show the American people is 
really tragic. It is censorship. The 
American people have a right to know. 
We’re their elected representatives. 

I represent almost 700,000 people in 
Indiana, and a lot of them are calling, 
asking what this new health care 
plan’s going to do to them, and we 
wanted to send this out to those people 
so that they could see with their own 
eyes what they’re going to have to go 
through to get health care, how much 
it’s going to cost and how long it will 
take. But they’re saying, the Demo-
crats are saying we cannot send this 
out to our constituents. That is just 
wrong. It’s censorship. And in all years 
I’ve been in this body, I’ve never seen 
anything like this. 

There have been a lot of differences 
with the Speakers of the Democrats in 
the past, but there’s never, ever been 
anything like this. And I’d say to the 
Speaker if she were here tonight, 
‘‘Change this, Madam Speaker. This is 
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something that even you should never 
tolerate, the censorship of a Member of 
Congress from telling his constituents 
what’s really going on around here, es-
pecially when their health care is con-
cerned.’’ 

f 

OVER 5,000 NOW DEAD IN 
AFGHANISTAN AND IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, five 
American soldiers have been killed in 
Afghanistan so far this week. That 
brings the death toll in July to 31, 
making this the deadliest month for 
our troops since the conflict in Afghan-
istan began. 

We also passed another tragic mile-
stone this week. According to official 
Department of Defense statistics, over 
5,000 American troops have now died in 
Iraq and Afghanistan, combined. 

Of course, the human tragedy is even 
greater than that, because the 5,000 fig-
ure doesn’t include the number of 
wounded American troops or the cas-
ualties suffered by the troops of other 
nations. It also doesn’t include Iraqi ci-
vilian casualties or the military family 
members whose lives have been dev-
astated. The human tragedy is so 
great, you can’t really calculate it. 
And of course you must add in the Af-
ghanistan civilian casualties as well. 

What has been the reaction of this, in 
this Congress to the catastrophe? Well, 
we have passed yet another supple-
mental funding bill to keep the fight-
ing going. But the situation in Afghan-
istan is becoming more and more dan-
gerous. The U.S. Command expects 
that roadside or suicide bombings 
against our troops will be 50 percent 
higher this year than last year. In the 
first week of June, alone, there were 
more than 400 attacks, the highest 
level since 2001. And the Pentagon has 
admitted that we are losing troops at 
an alarming rate. 

I voted against the supplemental 
funding bill because 90 percent of it 
pays for the military-only approach 
that has been such a failure in Afghani-
stan. Less than 10 percent of the sup-
plemental goes to pay for the non-
military activities that can actually 
prevent extremism in Afghanistan. 
These include economic development, 
reconstruction, humanitarian aid, civil 
affairs, and diplomacy. Even National 
Security Advisor James Jones has said 
that nonmilitary approaches are vital 
and that they have always been lag-
ging. 

Well, it’s time for them to stop lag-
ging, Mr. Speaker. It’s time to put 
those ideas front and center. We must 
also launch a new regional diplomatic 
surge that engages Afghanistan’s 
neighbors in efforts to help the Afghan 
people and strengthen the central gov-
ernment’s ability to deliver services 
and protect the citizens. 

In addition to Afghanistan, we must 
also pay attention to other parts of the 

world where extremists take advantage 
of poverty and lack of opportunity to 
recruit new members. In these areas, 
America must invest in basic human 
needs like jobs, like health, education, 
education especially for girls and 
women who are often completely shut 
out of the classroom. 

b 2015 

This is what the people want. This is 
what they need from America, not 
more innovations, not more occupa-
tions. This is what will bring real hope 
for the people’s future, and this is what 
will help to avoid adding extremists in 
the first place. 

Mr. Speaker, by changing and by sup-
porting smart power over other prior-
ities and goals, we can give the people 
of Afghanistan help. We can help them 
build a stable and functioning state. 
We can save the lives of our troops, and 
we can go a long way toward defeating 
extremism and stopping those who 
threaten our security—oh, and it would 
save billions of dollars as well. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

PROMOTE AVIATION THROUGH 
RESPONSIBLE POLICY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
good evening. 

Since the Wright brothers left the 
ground for the first time at Kitty 
Hawk, aviation has fascinated our col-
lective imagination, contributed to un-
precedented interaction among people, 
and grown to become one of the most 
important industries in our Nation. 

Whether it was aviators of the past, 
like Charles Lindbergh, Amelia Ear-
hart, or those more recently, like 
Steve Fossett, who flew a solo, nonstop 
trip around the world that began and 
ended in Salina, Kansas, aviation has 
had a unique ability to capture our at-
tention and to inspire us to achieve 
things which we once thought were im-
possible. 

Advances in aviation technology and 
engineering have led to the develop-
ment of larger, faster, more fuel-effi-
cient planes that carry passengers and 
goods around the world. The ease of 
travel and shipment modern aviation 
allows has contributed to a worldwide 
economic growth and to new opportu-
nities for leisure travel for far more 
people than ever before. In America, 
the aviation industry accounts for 
more than $1 trillion in economic ac-
tivity each year. Millions of Americans 
are employed by this critical industry 
that facilitates so many other eco-
nomic transactions. 

As a Kansan, I take special pride in 
the aviation industry, which has deep 
roots in our State. Pioneers in the in-
dustry, such as Glenn Stearman, Wal-
ter Beech, Clyde Cessna, Bill Lear, and 
Amelia Earhart, all have important 
connections to the Sunflower State. 
Many of these innovators helped estab-
lish Wichita as the ‘‘Air Capital of the 
World.’’ Today, a who’s who of aviation 
companies operates in the city of Wich-
ita, including Boeing, Airbus, Bom-
bardier, Cessna, Hawker Beechcraft, 
Spirit Aerosystems, and Raytheon. 

In Kansas, the aviation industry ac-
counts for 20 percent of the State’s 
manufacturing employment, and it em-
ploys tens of thousands of Kansans. En-
gineers, machinists, mechanics, inspec-
tors, scientists, and technicians are 
dedicated to producing the best air-
craft in the world. These employees 
take great pride in what they do, and 
they deserve our support. 

Yet the industry faces significant 
challenges. The recession has hit avia-
tion hard, and many workers have lost 
their jobs. During the difficult times 
that we’re in, Congress especially needs 
to be supportive of this critical compo-
nent of America’s manufacturing base. 
Efforts to demagogue about the use of 
private planes and business aviation by 
private corporations harm this indus-
try. I was troubled in January, during 
the consideration of the TARP Reform 
and Accountability Act, that provi-
sions to limit businesses from leasing 
or from using general aircraft for busi-
ness purposes were almost included in 
the final legislation. Doing so would 
have lowered the national aviation pro-
duction, and it would have hurt work-
ers everywhere, especially in Kansas, 
where more than 54 percent of our 
country’s aviation products are manu-
factured. 

Congress must remember the impor-
tance of this industry, not only to our 
national economy but to so many local 
and regional economies within the 
country. It is in our collective interest 
to protect and to encourage growth in 
the general aviation community. 

As a member of the Congressional 
Aviation Caucus, I work to inform and 
to educate Members of Congress about 
the importance of this industry to our 
Nation. Congress was right to, once 
again, reject the ‘‘user-fee’’ proposal 
that would have further harmed gen-
eral aviation. User fees would have un-
fairly burdened the general aviation in-
dustry. Congress must continue to op-
pose unnecessary taxes or fees on gen-
eral aviation. Those in Congress must 
also question and fight the impractical 
regulations, such as the Transpor-
tation Security Administration’s large 
aircraft security proposal, which would 
apply to many of the planes owned by 
individuals and small companies. 

When it comes to key American in-
dustries, aviation is at the top of the 
list. I encourage my colleagues to join 
me in pledging to do all we can to pro-
mote aviation through responsible pol-
icy. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. SALAZAR) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. SALAZAR addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

THE PUBLIC’S OPTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MALONEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, the 
American Medical Association has 
given a ringing endorsement of H.R. 
3200, America’s Affordable Health 
Choices Act. This legislation contains 
a strong public insurance option which 
would guarantee that quality, afford-
able health care is available to all 
Americans. 

The AMA has not always been on 
board with health care reform. Many of 
us remember their opposition to Presi-
dent Clinton’s efforts. Yet the AMA 
and the millions of doctors it rep-
resents now realize that the status quo 
system is broken. They understand the 
urgency of the problem, and they rec-
ognize that the pending bill is a major 
part of the solution. 

The AMA’s strong voice joins the 
chorus of Americans who want this 
Congress to pass a health care reform 
bill that includes a public option. Near-
ly three-quarters of all Americans 
want the option to participate in a gov-
ernment-administered health insur-
ance plan that competes on a level 
playing field with private insurers. 
Popular support for the public option is 
not a partisan issue. Seventy-one per-
cent of independent voters support the 
public option, and so do half of all Re-
publican voters. 

Americans want this bill. They want 
the public option, and they want us to 
act now. 

Americans understand the critical 
role the public option plays in slowing 
skyrocketing health care costs. A gov-
ernment-administered plan can provide 
quality insurance at a low cost, leading 
by example to make the health care 
market more efficient. 

Efficiency will save families money. 
If we fail to act, the cost of health care 
for the average family of four will rise 
by $1,800 annually for years to come. 
The public option is not just important 
for families. It’s also key to putting 
our Nation’s economy on the road to a 
full and sustainable recovery. If we 
don’t contain health care costs, then 
our Nation’s budget deficit will con-
tinue to spiral out of control. 

Let us be very clear. The public op-
tion is not an attempt to drive private 
insurers out of business. Some State 
governments already offer their em-
ployees a choice between public and 
private health insurance, and private 
insurers have fared just fine. 

A public option is critical to con-
taining the health care costs that 
weigh so heavily on our Nation’s fami-

lies and on our Nation’s economy. The 
public option does what a good private 
policy should do. It promotes primary 
care. It caps out-of-pocket spending so 
that a family medical crisis no longer 
means a family financial crisis. It es-
tablishes shared accountability be-
tween doctors, patients and the in-
surer. It institutes new payment struc-
tures to promote critical reforms. It 
will ensure that patients are able to 
get the medically effective treatments 
their doctors recommend. In short, it 
provides high-quality care at an afford-
able price. 

Just like private plans, the public op-
tion will be financially self-sustaining, 
receiving no special government fund-
ing beyond a loan to get it off the 
ground. The public plan will be bound 
by exactly the same rules that regulate 
private insurers. In other words, the 
public plan will compete on a level 
playing field with private insurers. 

Some powerful industries have spo-
ken out against the public option. 
They prefer the status quo where deci-
sions about treatment a patient re-
ceives are determined according to a 
company’s bottom line rather than ac-
cording to what a patient needs. 

On the side of meaningful reform, the 
most important voice of all is calling 
for the inclusion of a public option. 
That loud chorus is the voice of the 
American people. Now is the time to 
listen to them. Now is the time for 
health reform with a strong public op-
tion. 

f 

DEMOCRAT CENSORSHIP OF GOP 
VIEWS OF HEALTH CARE REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DANIEL E. 
LUNGREN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, when I served in 
this House the first time around, the 
Cold War was still ongoing, and there 
was a term that often appeared in the 
press. It was called Samizdat, S-a-m-i- 
z-d-a-t. That word was used to describe 
communications which conveyed the 
opinions of people disfavored by an op-
pressive regime. It was the personally 
published commentary among peoples 
who felt they were oppressed in Com-
munist countries. Why? Because their 
opinions were not allowed to be ex-
pressed in the official press. 

Today, we have a situation in this 
House in which Mr. HERGER, Mr. 
LAMAR SMITH, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
BONNER, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
OLSON, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. 
MCCOTTER, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. FLEMING, 
Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. CONAWAY, and Mr. 
PRICE thus far have been refused by the 
majority permission to express their 
points of view with respect to one of 
the most critical issues facing our 
country, that of reforming our health 
care system. 

One of the most distinguished Mem-
bers of this body, a member of the 
Ways and Means Committee, Congress-

man KEVIN BRADY from Texas, in work-
ing with the Republican economic staff 
of the Joint Economic Committee, 
came up with this chart, outlining 
what we believe to be the bureaucratic 
nightmare contained in the majority’s 
proposal for health care. 

Now, the majority disagrees with our 
interpretation of the facts, and that’s 
part of politics. That’s part of this 
body, but the majority has now said we 
will not allow you in the minority to 
use any official communications mech-
anisms to share your views of the im-
pact of this legislation on your con-
stituents. 

Now, why does this seem strange? 
Well, it just happens that, in 1993, we 

were faced with what later became 
known as HillaryCare, an attempt by 
the Clinton administration to take 
over health care by the Federal Gov-
ernment. At that time, Republicans 
also came up with a flowchart that 
showed the bureaucratic morass that 
would result from that proposal. I have 
with me a copy of the permission from 
the franking commission at that time 
that this be allowed. The only dif-
ference I can see between the two 
charts is that one is in black and white 
and that one is in color. 

What has happened in the interim? 
Well, HillaryCare was defeated. The 
President said we can’t stand to defeat 
his particular proposal, that they 
somehow have all of the answers. 

Now, some people may say, ‘‘Well, 
what is it that the franking commis-
sion is supposed to do? What are your 
rules?’’ The rules have been established 
essentially to make sure that Members 
do not abuse the right of communica-
tion by turning their publications into 
campaign pieces, so we limit the num-
ber of pictures one can have there, the 
number of references that can be made 
to the Member, himself or herself. 

To give you an example of what we 
on the Republican side have approved, 
I have a newsletter that has gone out 
by one of the Members on the Demo-
cratic side in which the claim was 
made that the stimulus package has 
helped create and save 3.5 million 
Americans jobs. I think that’s absurd; I 
think that is a point of argument, but 
I don’t believe that we ought to stop a 
Member of Congress from the Demo-
cratic side from making that assertion 
to his constituents. 

I have another one with me that was 
approved in which a Democratic Mem-
ber has claimed that 3.5 million jobs 
nationwide have been created—215,000 
jobs in New York and 7,200 jobs in her 
particular district. 

Then I have a copy of a letter that 
was approved last year from the Speak-
er, herself, in which she says that the 
New Direction Congress—that’s how 
she defines it—also fought to increase 
compensation for our troops in the face 
of opposition from the Bush adminis-
tration. It then goes on to criticize the 
President even though he signed it. 

We disagree with the characteriza-
tions that were in Speaker PELOSI’s 
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letter, but we didn’t think it was our 
purpose to censor her. Let’s get rid of 
censorship and allow the American 
people to hear the facts as they are ar-
gued on both sides. 

f 

b 2030 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

REVISIONS TO THE 302(a) ALLOCA-
TIONS AND BUDGETARY AGGRE-
GATES ESTABLISHED BY THE 
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON 
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2010) 

The Speaker pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SPRATT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, under sec-
tions 442(a) and (b) of S. Con. Res. 13, the 
concurrent resolution on the budget for fiscal 
year 2010, I hereby submit a revised 302(a) 
allocation for the Committee on Appropriations 
for fiscal year 2010. Section 422(a) of S. Con. 
Res. 13 directs the chairman of the Committee 
on the Budget to adjust discretionary spending 
limits for certain program integrity initiatives if 
such an initiative is included in an appropria-
tions bill. The bill H.R. 3293 (Making appro-
priations for the Departments of Labor, Health 
and Human Services, and Education, and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes) in-
cludes appropriations for certain such initia-
tives in accordance with S. Con. Res. 13. Sec-
tion 422(b) of S. Con. Res. 13 permits the 
chairman of the Committee on the Budget to 
adjust discretionary spending limits for the 
Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Pro-
gram under specified conditions. H.R. 3293 
meets the requirements of section 422(b) of S. 
Con. Res. 13. A table is attached. 

This adjustment is filed for the purposes of 
section 302 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, as amended. For the purposes of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amend-
ed, this adjusted allocation is to be considered 
as an allocation included in the budget resolu-
tion, pursuant to section 427(b) of S. Con. 
Res. 13. 

DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS—APPROPRIATIONS 
COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATION 

[In millions of dollars] 

BA OT 

Current allocation: 
Fiscal Year 2009 ...................................... 1,482,201 1,247,872 
Fiscal Year 2010 ...................................... 1,088,659 1,307,323 

Changes for H.R. 3293 (Departments of Labor, Health and Human Services, 
Education, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act): 

Program integrity initiatives: 
Fiscal Year 2009 ...................................... 0 0 

DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS—APPROPRIATIONS 
COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATION—Continued 

[In millions of dollars] 

BA OT 

Fiscal Year 2010 ...................................... 846 734 
LIHEAP: 

Fiscal Year 2009 
Fiscal Year 2010 ...................................... 1,900 1,463 

Revised allocation: 
Fiscal Year 2009 ...................................... 1,482,201 1,247,872 
Fiscal Year 2010 ...................................... 1,091,405 1,309,520 

f 

OUR FREE ENTERPRISE SYSTEM 
AND THE ROLE OF BIG GOVERN-
MENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. WAMP) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, what we 
will see over the next 60 minutes is a 
conversation here on the floor of the 
United States House of Representatives 
about our economy, this issue of en-
ergy, and innovation; frankly, our free 
enterprise system in the future, the 
role of the government, and I think the 
problems with excessive spending. 

But I want to open by talking a little 
bit about how I have vested my time 
and energies as a Member of the House 
over these last 15 years—because it’s a 
privilege to serve my last term here in 
the House as I am a candidate for gov-
ernor of the State of Tennessee now— 
but I will tell you, I am one on the Re-
publican side that has been extraor-
dinarily active on alternative energy. 
For 8 years, I chaired the Renewable 
Energy and Energy Efficiency Caucus 
here in the House with Congressman— 
now Senator—MARK UDALL of Colo-
rado. 

We built a caucus of over half the 
House, almost evenly divided between 
Democrats and Republicans, and advo-
cated while Republicans were in the 
majority for unprecedented invest-
ments in renewable energy tech-
nologies. None of us got as far as we 
would like to have gotten, but we need 
to be realistic about how far we have 
gotten and what the capacity is for re-
newable sources today. 

But in 2005, we wrote the Energy Pol-
icy Act. Some people didn’t like it, 
others did, but without question it had 
more investments in the renewable and 
energy efficiency sectors than any bill 
that had ever been signed into law be-
fore, and I was proud to help write that 
very language in that bill. So I’ve got 
a long history on alternative energy 
and moving towards new sources. 

But I voted against the recent cap- 
and-trade legislation because the dif-
ferences today are not differences in 
goals or motives, because I think all 
Members of the House want the United 
States to move away, as much as pos-
sible, from fossil fuels or dirtier ways 
to create energy for our country’s com-
petitiveness. But the fact is, we have 
not developed these alternative sources 
yet to move as rapidly away as the 

leadership of the Congress now pro-
poses if we’re going to remain competi-
tive. Their approach is much more a 
regulatory approach, and our approach 
is much more an innovation and tech-
nology approach. 

A year and a half ago, I was in China, 
in Shanghai, where you couldn’t see 
from one side of the Bund, the river, to 
the other. Extraordinarily bad pollu-
tion. So we broached the subject with 
the Chinese: Where are you on the en-
vironment? Basically, the answer you 
get from the Chinese is, you are enti-
tled to your industrial revolution; 
we’re entitled to ours. 

Well, there’s a big difference between 
when the United States had their in-
dustrial revolution and China having 
theirs now if there’s no environmental 
regulation, because they’re literally 
one-fifth of the world’s population and 
climbing, and they are far and away 
the biggest polluters in the world. And 
if you think they’re doing a cap-and- 
trade scheme to regulate their pollu-
tion or their air quality or their carbon 
emissions, you’re kidding yourself. 
They’re exactly the opposite. 

And here we are seriously consid-
ering a scheme that will dramatically 
regulate our productivity and our com-
petitiveness, raise the cost of energy, 
frankly raise taxes to pay for it and, at 
the worst time since the Great Depres-
sion, strangle our ability actually to 
pull out of this economic downturn. 
And that is the beauty of American in-
novation. 

Not long ago, I was personally speak-
ing with the prime minister of Aus-
tralia, and he was telling me that he 
had great hope for the future because 
the U.S. had such innovation that we 
would lead the world out of this eco-
nomic malaise. But I’ve got to tell you, 
we are now moving more towards big 
government regulation and the lack of 
innovation than at any time in modern 
history, instead of moving towards it. 

Now, I think this is a challenge that 
we share in the House, but we have got 
to get back to a reasonable middle 
ground because American innovation is 
the only way to turn this economy 
around. Our entrepreneurship is the 
beautiful, what I call the goose, that 
lays the golden egg, the engine that 
creates the revenues to get back to a 
balanced budget. That’s how the budg-
et got balanced in the 1990s. We did 
slow the growth of spending below in-
flation and that was laudable, but it 
was new revenues in the information 
sector. People like Bill Gates. We actu-
ally led the world for so long on the in-
formation revolution that revenues 
surpassed expenses, and we balanced 
the budget. 

We could do that again with energy. 
I call it the En-Tech agenda, where we 
would have a robust, U.S.-led manufac-
turing explosion in new energy solu-
tions instead of this regulatory scheme 
that says we’re going to actually limit 
the amount of energy that can be pro-
duced by certain sources and mandate 
a certain amount by other sources. And 
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the harsh reality is those sources are 
not available, and the irony of ironies 
on the floor of this House is that the 
very people who are opposed to coal 
and clean coal and new investments on 
how to better use fossil resources are 
the same people, many of them, like 
the gentleman from Massachusetts and 
the gentleman from California whose 
very names this legislation is under, 
WAXMAN and MARKEY, that are anti-nu-
clear. 

The one single technology in the 
United States that can rapidly move us 
away from fossil electricity produc-
tion, they’re against it, too. So if 
you’re against nuclear and you’re 
against coal, what you end up being for 
is a lack of electricity and a lack of en-
ergy and a lack of competitiveness and 
a lack of innovation and a lack of man-
ufacturing. 

And the question was asked on the 
floor earlier this week, where are the 
jobs? I hate to admit this, but a lot of 
those jobs are in China and India, and 
they are going other places. That’s 
where those jobs are, because our man-
ufacturing sector is leaving because 
we’re not unleashing the innovation 
and the entrepreneurship and the in-
centives for people to take risk and in-
vest; just the opposite. 

And back-to-back behind this cap- 
and-trade scheme, which is a big regu-
latory and tax burden on the American 
people and small business, then you 
talk about this health care scheme; 
this is a one-two punch that lands 
America flat on its back. And I’ve got 
to tell you, the American people are 
turning against it, and that’s why the 
majority party can’t pass the bills even 
through the committees. They have 
punted for the week, even though they 
are in a big hurry, because they want 
to do it before their approval rating 
falls too low, and they don’t have the 
political capital to do it. And why 
would you rush the largest trans-
formation in modern American society, 
this health care scheme, through be-
fore your political clout evaporates? 
That is really an un-American ap-
proach. 

Now, we’ve got some people on the 
floor tonight that want to speak. Dr. 
VIRGINIA FOXX, an outstanding Member 
from North Carolina, comes, and I 
yield to her. 

Ms. FOXX. Well, I want to thank my 
colleague from Tennessee (Mr. WAMP), 
whose loss to this House is going to be 
immeasurable. His contribution here in 
the House of Representatives rep-
resenting his district in Tennessee has 
been outstanding. Not only has he done 
a fantastic job as a legislator, but his 
leadership in our weekly prayer break-
fast has been exemplary. I should think 
of some better adjectives to say, but 
exemplary will have to do. He is really 
a tremendous role model for all of us in 
his attendance, in his caring for others, 
and he is going to be very much missed 
in the House when he leaves here. He 
didn’t pay me to say that. He didn’t 
know I was going to say that, but it 

needs to be said. Fortunately, we have 
him for the next 17 months still in the 
Congress, and I’m very, very grateful 
to him. 

He has set the stage very well on this 
issue of the cap-and-trade bill, which 
the majority in this House pushed 
through the House with no chance for 
people to read, a 300-page amendment 
brought to the Rules Committee at 2:30 
in the morning, and then the bill 
brought to the floor later that day. 

There is a lot of sentiment out in the 
public now by the American people 
about the fact that people voted for 
that bill without having read it. Now, 
fortunately for our side, most of us 
voted against the bill. We knew pieces 
of it, and we knew there was enough 
bad in that bill to vote ‘‘no,’’ because 
the bill is going to do a lot of negative 
things in this country. 

It’s going to raise taxes. It’s going to 
raise the cost of utilities. The Presi-
dent warned during his campaign last 
year, he admitted it—and we’re 
quoting him—he admitted that, you 
know, under his energy plan, utility 
rates would necessarily skyrocket. 
Well, skyrocketing means probably an 
average of $3,000 more to pay for en-
ergy for the average family. The aver-
age family is going to have to pay over 
$3,000 more a year for energy. 

The American people deserve better, 
and as my colleague from Tennessee 
(Mr. WAMP) said, we are the most inno-
vative people in the world, and the rea-
son we are the most innovative people 
in the world is because we are the 
freest people in the world. This country 
was founded on the concept of freedom, 
founded on the concept of innovation. 
Many people don’t realize that, until 
this country was formed, never before 
had a people believed that they weren’t 
the property of another human being. 
We believed in freedom, God-given free-
dom, and that’s what formed this coun-
try. 

Now, through the people in charge of 
this Congress, the Democrats in charge 
of this Congress, and a Democrat Presi-
dent, they are working at every level of 
our lives, every aspect of our lives, to 
take away that freedom. They want to 
take away our ability to have low-cost 
energy. 

Many people also don’t make the 
connection between the fact that the 
reason we were such a manufacturing 
powerhouse for so long was that we had 
low-cost, reliable energy. India and 
China didn’t have low-cost, reliable en-
ergy. They couldn’t count on having 
the energy they needed to run their 
plants 24 hours a day, 7 days a week 
like we did. It helped us tremendously 
to become a manufacturing power-
house. But with the cap-and-tax bill 
and the concepts that the Democrats 
have put forward, it’s going to seri-
ously undermine that ability. 

Republicans want us to be energy 
independent, and I am highly insulted 
when over and over the President and 
the leadership of the majority party 
say that Republicans don’t have an an-

swer, that we just want the status quo, 
that we’re the Party of No. We’re not 
the Party of No. We’re the party of 
doing things right. 

Let’s stick with what has worked in 
this country over the years. We can 
look at Europe and see what they’ve 
done. They’ve tried cap-and-tax, and 
what has it done? Bankrupted them. 
Spain wanted to create lots of green 
jobs, they said. They have the highest 
unemployment rate in Europe, over 15 
percent. 

We can look across the ocean and see 
how this has failed, and it just is mind- 
boggling that the people who are in 
charge of this Congress and in the 
White House think that they can rep-
licate what was done in Europe and 
have a different outcome. It’s never 
happened before. It’s never going to 
happen again, and as my colleague 
from Tennessee said, we are facing one 
of the greatest takeovers of our free-
doms through cap-and-tax and the 
health care plan that’s being proposed. 

But you know, the American people 
are still in charge. They stopped a bad 
immigration bill a couple of years ago 
that was being debated in the Senate. 
They stopped it cold. We can stop these 
things, too. And what I’m urging peo-
ple to do is—you don’t have to write to 
most of us, all of us are going to be on 
the floor tonight—and say, Don’t vote 
for this health care plan. We know 
that. We’re not going to do it. 

b 2045 
Cap-and-tax has passed the House, 

gone to the Senate, but put the pres-
sure on your Senators and write to 
somebody who lives in a district who is 
represented by someone who voted for 
cap-and-tax and tell them you’re going 
to remember that, they’re going to re-
member that. Encourage them to do 
that. 

We have other very eloquent Mem-
bers on the floor tonight who want to 
speak on this issue so I’m going to 
yield back to my good friend, Mr. 
WAMP from Tennessee. 

Mr. WAMP. I thank the gentlelady 
for her intellect and her insight and 
dogged determination on behalf of the 
people of North Carolina. She raised 
two issues I want to address before 
yielding to the gentleman from Geor-
gia. 

One, she said that sometimes Repub-
licans are called the Party of No. I 
would say to the gentlelady, if that 
means saying ‘‘no’’ to tax increases 
and large rate increases in your elec-
tricity bills at a time of economic du-
ress by the people we represent, then, 
yes, we would be the Party of No. 

And she said something about bad 
legislation was stopped. I remind peo-
ple that the immigration reform pro-
posals were made by a Republican 
President, and they were wrong. And 
Republicans in the Congress stopped 
the President from going forward. 

One question I would ask today is: At 
what point are the Democrats in the 
majority here going to stop the Demo-
crat President from a wrong-headed 
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proposal when the American people are 
clearly against it? Yet, this is where 
you have to stand up and say, This is 
not only bad for America, Mr. Presi-
dent; it’s bad for our party. And we 
said that and immigration reform did 
not go forward under Bush, because it 
was wrong-headed. The American peo-
ple weren’t for it. 

And here, today, we would ask: Are 
you just going to follow the President 
of the United States and his Chief of 
Staff down this very liberal road? And 
for how long? And for the 52 so-called 
Blue Dogs, it’s going to be a real test. 
What are you for? More for the liberal 
leadership of your party or the values 
that you say that you represent? 

So I’d like to yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia, Dr. BROUN, who’s been a 
really dynamic Member of Congress in 
his relatively short tenure, but he 
worked a long time and worked really 
hard to get here and he brings a depth 
of experience. 

I yield to Dr. BROUN of Georgia for as 
much time as he may consume. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Thank you, 
Mr. WAMP. I appreciate you yielding 
me some time. 

Mr. Speaker, government is growing, 
freedom is going. Many of us came to 
the floor through Special Orders and 
said, Where are the jobs? Mr. WAMP 
very eloquently told you, Mr. Speaker, 
where the jobs are. They’re going to 
China and India and Sri Lanka and all 
the different countries around the 
world where the energy costs and the 
environmental regulations aren’t such 
a hamper to industrial growth and de-
velopment. 

Mr. Speaker, I have several manufac-
turing plants in my district in north-
east Georgia that have told me if that 
tax-and-trade, cap-and-tax bill passes 
the U.S. Senate, that they’re just going 
to have to lock the door. They’re going 
to lock the door and all the people who 
work in those factories in northeast 
Georgia are going to be out of work. 

Right now, today, this very day, 
many of the counties in my Tenth Con-
gressional District of Georgia have un-
employment rates pushing over 14 per-
cent. In Georgia, just a couple of days 
ago, it was announced that the State 
unemployment rate is 10.1 percent. 

I heard today in Augusta, Georgia, 
which because of all the job-producing 
entities that have to do with govern-
ment, State and Federal Government, 
such as the Eisenhower Army Hospital 
on Fort Gordon, Fort Gordon itself, the 
Savannah River site Department of En-
ergy facility over in South Carolina, in 
my good friend GRESHAM BARRETT’s 
district, and the Medical College of 
Georgia, my alma mater, those four en-
tities, plus the VA hospital—we have 
two VA hospitals in Augusta, Georgia— 
those give a buffering effect to job 
losses. But in Augusta, Georgia, it’s 
10.1 percent now, from what I under-
stand. 

So where are the jobs? Well, they’ve 
left. And why? If you look at what has 
happened, we see over and over again 

our colleagues on the Democratic side 
blame George W. Bush for this bad 
economy and all the things that are 
going on today. I heard Members of the 
Democratic Party just this week blame 
the stagnation and poor economy on 
George W. Bush. 

Well, George Bush was a big-spending 
President. There’s no question a about 
that. He did create some deficit and 
debt. There’s no question about that. 
And I was against that. I wasn’t here 
during most of that period of time in 
Congress, but the last almost 2 years of 
his Presidency, I was here, and I voted 
against every big spending bill, every 
tax increase. 

But I want to remind you, Mr. Speak-
er, and I want to remind the American 
people, if I can speak to them directly, 
that it’s been on the Democratic lead-
ership for the last 21⁄2 years that most 
of the jobs have been lost. And if we 
look at the deficit and debt that’s been 
created just in the last 6 months under 
this Democratic administration and 
under the rule of NANCY PELOSI and 
HARRY REID in Congress, we have seen 
more debt, more deficit created than 
George Bush ever thought about doing. 

The Democrats need to quit talking 
about George W. Bush because it’s 
their deficit, it’s their debt. 

And then they passed this tax-and- 
trade bill. They call it that. They also 
call it cap-and-tax because it’s about 
taxes. The President himself a few 
weeks ago said he had to pass this cap- 
and-trade bill to be able to fund his 
health care reform. Now what’s that 
mean? It means that he needs the rev-
enue. 

It’s about revenue. It’s not about the 
environment. In fact, that bill, if it 
passes in the U.S. Senate, is going to 
cost more jobs. And it’s going to hurt 
the very people that I hear over and 
over again that the Democrats claim 
that they represent. 

They claim the Republicans only rep-
resent Big Business, but actually, Mr. 
Speaker, it’s the Democratic Party 
that represents Big Business, because 
Big Business prospers under Big Gov-
ernment. 

It’s small business that we as Repub-
licans represent. And this energy bill 
that’s sitting over in the Senate is 
going to hurt small business. It’s going 
to hurt everybody. It’s going to hurt 
the poor people because they’re going 
to be paying for higher energy costs. 

Dr. Foxx was talking about it, and I 
think my good friend Mr. WAMP from 
Tennessee was saying that everybody 
in this country is going to have to pay 
more. They’re going to pay more for 
gasoline. When you flip on the light 
switch in your home, you’re going to 
pay more for that electricity. When 
you go buy groceries, you’re going to 
pay more for groceries. When you go to 
the drug store to buy your medica-
tions, you’re going to pay more be-
cause these energy costs are going to 
be passed to every single good and serv-
ice in America. Every single one. 

It’s been estimated that it’s going to 
cost, because of higher energy costs, 

the average family, as Dr. Foxx was 
saying, over $3,100 per average family 
in America. Now some people try to re-
fute that. The MIT economist said, 
Well, we’re taking this a little out of 
context. But the thing is, what he 
looks at is not what it’s going to cost 
people out of their pocketbook. In re-
ality, it’s going to cost every average 
family in this country over $3,100 per 
average family for higher energy costs 
if that bill passes the U.S. Senate. 

So we’re going to lose jobs. We’re 
going to lose jobs because small busi-
nesses are going to have a hard time 
paying the energy costs with this tax- 
and-trade bill that this House passed. 

All small business can do is increase 
the cost of their goods and services to 
the public or they have to cut back or 
they have to cut back on their ex-
penses. And the way they do that is by 
letting people go or reducing salaries 
or cutting hours to their employees. 

So the average worker in this coun-
try is going to take home less money if 
that tax-and-trade bill passes the U.S. 
Senate. This health care reform bill 
that we hear the Democrats are going 
to bring before the August break is 
going to cost more jobs. 

Well, how many more jobs are these 
two bills going to cost? Mr. Speaker, 
it’s estimated it’s going to cost many 
millions of Americans, working class, 
blue collar, small business jobs all 
across this country. 

Just last night, the President said if 
the burden primarily falls on the mid-
dle class, he won’t be for it. That’s hog-
wash because his bill, his plan is going 
to fall on the backs of everybody, in-
cluding the middle class. It’s not true. 
Middle class is going to pick up the bill 
for this health care reform, for the tax- 
and-trade. We’ve got to stop it. 

Now, Republicans aren’t going to 
stop it. Only the American people can 
stop it. Former U.S. Senator Everett 
Dirksen one time said when he feels 
the heat, he sees the light, Mr. Speak-
er. And what he’s saying is when he 
gets calls and letters, faxes, e-mails, 
visits about an issue, he starts feeling 
the heat. 

Most Members of Congress in the 
House and the Senate are going to be 
running for reelection at some point. 
Most want to get reelected. And so 
when their constituents contact them 
about an issue, that’s how we feel the 
heat. 

So, Mr. Speaker, if I can speak out to 
the American people and tell them 
what to do to defeat this, Mr. Speaker, 
what I would tell every single indi-
vidual who wants to solve the eco-
nomic problems is to stop this cap-and- 
tax bill that the Senate is debating, 
also this health reform bill that’s going 
to destroy quality health care, put a 
Washington bureaucrat between every 
patient and their doctor and the deci-
sions are going to be made by that 
Washington bureaucrat, not by the pa-
tient, not the patient’s family, but by a 
Washington bureaucrat. It’s not going 
to even cover everybody, and it’s going 
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to be extremely expensive, according 
to the Congressional Budget Office. 

If the American people really under-
stood what was going on in those two 
bills, they would rise up and say ‘‘no’’ 
to their U.S. Senators, ‘‘no’’ to their 
Members of this House, to their U.S. 
Congressmen. They can call, Mr. 
Speaker, they can e-mail, they can fax 
letters, they can visit the district of-
fices, State offices, and say ‘‘no’’ to 
cap-and-trade, ‘‘no’’ to Barack Obama’s 
plan, ObamaCare, and it’s critical that 
we do that, because if we don’t, our 
economy is going to be destroyed, jobs 
are going to be destroyed, the environ-
ment is not going to be any better 
worldwide. In fact, I think it will be 
worse. 

And we’re going to go down a road to-
wards exactly what Mr. Obama’s good 
friend Hugo Chavez has taken in Ven-
ezuela. We have a clear picture of 
what’s going to happen in America if 
we continue down this road that this 
administration and the leadership in 
this House and the Senate today, the 
Democrat leadership, has taken us. All 
we have to do is look off the shore of 
Florida at Cuba and see where America 
is going, because that’s the picture of 
what this country is going to be like 
several decades from now if we go down 
this road the way we’re going. 

So I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the 
American people will understand. God 
says in Hosea 4:6, My people are de-
stroyed for lack of knowledge. 

Please, please, our American people 
need to be informed. We need to have 
that knowledge spread among the peo-
ple. And the American people, Mr. 
Speaker, need to rise up and say ‘‘no’’ 
to ObamaCare, ‘‘no’’ to cap-and-trade, 
‘‘yes’’ to jobs, ‘‘yes’’ to a strong econ-
omy, ‘‘yes’’ to creating jobs. 

We’re accused, as Dr. Foxx said, of 
being the Party of No on the Repub-
lican side. But, actually, we are the 
Party of Know, K-N-O-W. We know how 
to stimulate the economy, we know 
how to create jobs. We know how to be 
good stewards of the environment. And 
we will be. And that’s what we need to 
do. 

I thank the gentleman from Ten-
nessee for yielding. God bless you. 
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Mr. WAMP. Thank you, Dr. BROUN. 
And before I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia, I just want to follow up 
to say, in my 15 years here, I have tried 
to temper my partisanship. And this is 
not, to me, about Republicans and 
Democrats. It truly is about all Ameri-
cans and how serious these choices 
that we’re making are for everyone. I 
don’t think either party has an exclu-
sive on integrity or ideas. 

The truth is, in 2009 neither party has 
a whole lot to brag about because, as 
Dr. BROUN said, the previous adminis-
tration—and I think President Bush re-
stored honor and integrity to the 
White House at the time it needed it. 
He and Laura Bush are two of the fin-
est people in history. But we lost our 

party’s identification over these last 
several years by spending too much, 
making mistakes, and not being con-
sistent. But that doesn’t mean that 
what’s happening today is either okay 
or better. As a matter of fact, it’s like 
the mistakes we made on steroids. 

The budgets proposed by this Presi-
dent so far exceed all of the deficit 
spending that President Bush had over 
his 8 years. It’s remarkable. It’s actu-
ally breathtaking that we would be 
doing this. The whole question of 
‘‘Where are the jobs?’’ this week came 
up over the stimulus. Nearly $800 bil-
lion of one-time spending. No way any 
analyst would say more than 15 percent 
of that spending would even create a 
single job. 85 percent of it was, frankly, 
pent-up welfare and social spending, 
their priorities that they thought 
hadn’t been funded adequately over the 
last 8 years. They threw all that money 
at new government programs and more 
government spending. That’s why the 
unemployment rate in Washington, 
D.C., is the lowest in the country 
today, because Washington jobs are 
growing, but jobs in the hinterland are 
shrinking. 

Now, economies rise and fall. They’re 
cyclical by definition. But the govern-
ment can either make it worse or make 
it better by their policies. Unfortu-
nately, these policies are actually 
making it worse. That’s why the ques-
tion comes after the stimulus and the 
bailouts and the borrowing and the 
spending, ‘‘Where are the jobs?’’ be-
cause we’re going the other way the 
more you do that. 

It didn’t work in Japan. They called 
it ‘‘the lost decade’’ because they tried 
to borrow their way into success and a 
good economy. It doesn’t work. You 
can’t borrow your way out of debt. You 
can’t spend your way to prosperity. 
Other countries have tried it, and it 
failed. And here we are making this big 
mistake. It’s not a Republican/Demo-
crat thing. It’s whoever is doing it 
needs to stop for the good of the Amer-
ican people. 

I yield to the very well-schooled 
ranking member of the Agriculture 
Subcommittee on Energy and former 
lead Republican on the Agriculture 
Committee, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) for as much 
time as he needs. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Well, I thank the 
gentleman from Tennessee, my good 
friend, for yielding me this time and 
for organizing this excellent discussion 
about what we need to do about Amer-
ica’s energy policy and about creating 
those jobs because we know we have 
the ideas. We have been talking about 
them for well over a year now in terms 
of the American Energy Act and things 
that we have been doing to try to bring 
this Congress in the right direction on 
the creation of new jobs by creating an 
America that is not dependent upon 
foreign sources of energy. 

I have had the privilege of traveling 
to the gentleman’s district in Ten-
nessee to talk about one of those areas. 

We held a conference down there, talk-
ing about renewable fuels, particularly 
fuels generated by switchgrass and 
other forms of agricultural production 
other than corn, which has been such a 
problem in our country today. That is 
right there, and that is something that 
we can do. 

We all support developing other 
forms of new technology. We want to 
find a cheaper way to build solar cells. 
We want to find a less expensive way to 
generate electricity from wind or to 
generate power from geothermal and 
other new technologies. We also want 
to encourage as much energy efficiency 
as we possibly can. All of those things 
will help our families and help our 
businesses. It will help them remain 
competitive and preserve and create 
jobs. 

But we also know that it is abso-
lutely important, if America is going 
to create new jobs, that we have to uti-
lize the resources that we have in this 
country, that we have been dependent 
upon for a long time. And until you 
have new technologies, you don’t raise 
the cost of the types of energy that 
people are dependent upon. 

More than half of our electricity 
comes from coal, a resource which we 
have in tremendous abundance in this 
country. Twenty percent of our elec-
tricity comes from nuclear power, an-
other area that the gentleman from 
Tennessee and I share a very strong 
common interest in, he having Oak 
Ridge in his congressional district and 
I having Lynchburg, a major nuclear 
power center in the country, in my 
congressional district. 

The legislation that we voted on a 
month ago here in the Congress did 
nothing to promote the most green-
house gas-reducing form of electricity 
generation, nuclear power. That, to 
me, seemed to be something that was 
completely and totally neglected in 
that legislation. 

Coal, on the other hand, wasn’t ne-
glected. It was thrown out in a way 
that will raise the cost of electricity to 
my constituents and anybody in the 
country from areas that are heavily de-
pendent upon electricity generation 
from coal, which, by the way, is most 
of the country. 

So that was the wrong approach. The 
right approach is the American Energy 
Act. Many of us—I think everybody 
who is here this evening—came back 
here to Washington last August when 
gasoline prices were $4 a gallon and oil 
was $140 a barrel. We took the floor in 
a darkened Chamber day after day 
after day to talk to the people who 
were touring the Capitol. People 
around the country were aware of what 
we were doing to tell the story of what 
needed to be done. 

We came back into session in Sep-
tember, and that was completely ig-
nored. And we never have revisited the 
need to have a comprehensive energy 
act where, if we really made this a top 
priority of our country, we would be-
come free of dependence upon foreign 
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oil and other foreign sources of energy 
in 15 or 20 years. And even more impor-
tantly, we would create millions of 
jobs, exploiting those resources that we 
have in this country. 

This is not a new idea. This is how 
America came to be a strong Nation, a 
competitive Nation, a Nation with mil-
lions of jobs. The reminder of the im-
portance of doing this is right there 
above us on the wall, above our Speak-
er’s rostrum, above the American flag, 
above our Nation’s motto, ‘‘In God we 
trust,’’ at the very top of the wall, a fa-
mous quote from Daniel Webster that 
says, ‘‘Let us develop the resources of 
our land, call forth its powers, build up 
its institutions, promote all its great 
interests, and see whether we also, in 
our day and generation, may not per-
form something worthy to be remem-
bered.’’ 

That saying, more than 150 years old, 
is every bit as important today as it 
was back when Daniel Webster said it. 
That’s what we have to hearken to; not 
the idea that somehow government will 
solve all of these problems, that gov-
ernment can provide people with all 
the health care they need, paying for it 
with taxes on small businesses and los-
ing jobs, mandating all kinds of new 
agencies and institutions, more than 30 
to run this crazy program; not with the 
cap-and-tax proposal that will cost 
American jobs, raise the cost of living 
for every American, make it harder for 
manufacturers and farmers and others 
to be competitive with other countries 
around the world that have no inten-
tion of engaging in a practice that 
raises unnecessarily the cost of the 
basic ingredient for manufacturing and 
agricultural success and really enjoy-
ing a good standard of living for any-
one’s life, and that is having access to 
affordable sources of energy. 

It is certainly not going to be solved 
by having this government spend 
through the roof. We saw back in Janu-
ary the most amazing single appropria-
tions bill ever, the so-called stimulus 
package to create jobs. Now here we 
are 6 months later, and the question is 
being asked day after day after day, 
not just by those of us here in the Con-
gress but by people all across America, 
‘‘Where are the jobs?’’ 

Well, you don’t get them by govern-
ment spending. You get them by re-
turning to the ingenuity of the Amer-
ican people, their hardworking spirit, 
their knowledge that it is the free en-
terprise system that will bring this 
economy back. But we delay day after 
day after day and dig the hole deeper 
and deeper and deeper when we pile up 
debt like this—$1 trillion. That is a 
stack of thousand-dollar bills 63 miles 
high. 

And then in March we went on to 
pass the budget for next year. We said, 
‘‘Ooh, I’ll outdo that.’’ I voted against 
it. Mr. WAMP voted against it. Others 
here talking tonight voted against it. 
Every Member of our party voted 
against it, but also a lot of Members in 
the other party voted against a budget 

that has a $1.2 trillion deficit for next 
year. That’s a stack of thousand-dollar 
bills 75 miles high, which reaches up 
into outer space, and we don’t see any 
end to it. 

The 10-year projection for the budget 
passed by the majority party and the 
President never sees it going below— 
the highest deficit ever before this year 
was $450 billion. It never gets below 
$600 billion ever again as far as the eye 
can see. That will cost jobs. That will 
raise the cost of living. That will raise 
interest rates and inflation. It is dev-
astating to our country. 

We need to return to sound fiscal re-
sponsibility. We need to return to an 
opportunity to have an American en-
ergy policy that creates millions of 
jobs here by drilling for oil offshore 
and on Federal lands; by extracting the 
huge resources we have of natural gas; 
by building new, safe, more modern, 
latest-technology nuclear power 
plants; by using clean-burning coal 
technology and advancing that and de-
veloping new technologies. All of these 
things coupled together will lead to a 
bright future. But the path we are on 
now worries all Americans, and we 
need to turn off of it as quickly as pos-
sible. 

I thank the gentleman again and 
hope that the message that sits on our 
wall, let us develop the resources of our 
land—not Venezuela, not Nigeria, not 
Saudi Arabia. Let us develop the re-
sources of our land. That will lead to 
the creation of the jobs that people are 
looking for and the restoration of our 
economy. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. WAMP. The gentleman’s com-
ments are spot-on. We’re grateful he 
came and participated and for his real-
ly brilliant leadership here in the 
House. 

Another one of our smarter Members 
from the Republican side is the gen-
tleman from Michigan. There are other 
Members coming to the floor, so I am 
going to withhold my comments. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the chairman of the House Repub-
lican Policy Committee, THADDEUS 
MCCOTTER of Michigan. 

Mr. McCOTTER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Tennessee. 

When the cap-and-tax national en-
ergy tax bill was passed from the 
House, the Congress went on a break, 
and when people went home on break, 
they found out how much the Amer-
ican people did not like the cap-and- 
tax bill that this House passed. In fact, 
I remember being home—I am sure a 
lot of Members had this moment, both 
people who voted for it and voted 
against it. You go to the grocery store, 
somebody might recognize you. They 
would look around. They would walk 
up and they’d say, Are you my Rep-
resentative? And you’d say, Yes. 
They’d look at you and look around 
again, and they’d say, Dude, this is 
crazy. This cap-and-tax is crazy. I 
would just say, Yes, it is. And I said, 
Especially in Michigan, our State 
where we have a 15.2 percent unemploy-

ment rate, where we are a manufac-
turing giant now in difficult times, 
why the Federal Government would 
make it harder to manufacture in the 
United States, why we would be but a 
Senate vote and a Presidential signa-
ture away from a radical, ideological 
imposition on America’s energy future 
that will raise people’s energy taxes 
and will kill their jobs. 

I still can’t figure out why we would 
do this. It is absolutely insane to add 
massive government spending, debt and 
regulatory burdens on a recessive econ-
omy, and why you would threaten to 
raise tax rates on people at the very 
time we need the entrepreneurial ge-
nius of the American people to grow 
this economy, create jobs and start to 
stabilize ourselves for the future and 
the international competition in this 
age of globalization. 

Now, when I say it’s insane, people 
say, Well, isn’t that a little harsh? I 
say no. I’m 43. As I was growing up, we 
had a new book put in front of us in 
school. It was called Ecology. It had a 
nice picture of the world on it from 
outer space. I was like, Oh, this is nice. 
And in the course of learning about 
ecology, my generation, Generation X, 
was told that the greatest threat we 
faced wasn’t the Soviet Union. I tended 
to disagree even at an early age. I was 
a bit precocious about the Russians. 

They told me in my generation that 
we would freeze to death in the next ice 
age if we didn’t reduce pollution. Flash 
forward. My wife and I, our children 
are in school. Today our children’s gen-
eration is being told that unless the 
government regulates the economy and 
raises energy taxes, they will face a cli-
mate change in which global warming 
will destroy their way of life. 

So we have gone from ice to fire, and 
yet the solution remains the same, 
oddly, from the proponents of the cap- 
and-tax legislation who say, We have 
to have government control of the 
weather, raise your energy taxes, dic-
tate your lifestyle and devastate your 
jobs all so that we can prevent global 
warming. This from the people who 
told me there was an ice age coming. 

b 2115 

That, to me, is not sane. That is not 
realistic. That is not based on science. 
That is based on ideology, and ideology 
applied to a nation at a struggling time 
leads to dire ramifications for the 
American people. 

I want to show you the extreme to 
which this goes. When in the majority 
the Republican Party heard about the 
debt dangers the United States faced, 
especially debts from nations such as 
Communist China, I agree with that. 
Now that the Democratic majority and 
President Obama are racking up un-
precedented levels of debt and unprece-
dented levels of spending, I want to 
show you what the Commerce Sec-
retary said about cap-and-trade regula-
tions in our relations with Communist 
China. This is from The Wall Street 
Journal, But yesterday, Commerce 
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Secretary Gary Locke said something 
amazing: U.S. consumers should pay 
for Chinese greenhouse gas emissions. 
You see, the Communist Chinese, in 
one of the ironies of life, are tending to 
protect their manufacturing base more 
than the free market—United States— 
from governmental intrusions, regula-
tions, and taxation. 

Now, what Mr. Locke, our Commerce 
Secretary, said was this. It’s important 
that those who consume the products 
being made all around the world to the 
benefit of America. And it’s our own 
consumption activity that’s causing 
the emission of greenhouse gas. Ameri-
cans need to pay for that. 

I want you to think about this. After 
President Clinton signed the perma-
nent normalization trade relations 
with Communist China, we in Michi-
gan, before the rest of the country, 
started asking where are the jobs. Why 
is manufacturing in America hurting? 
Why is it going offshore? Where is it 
going? We knew where it was going. It 
was going to Communist China. 

So we have a two-for here. We have 
the Commerce secretary saying that he 
doesn’t seem to mind that the jobs are 
going over there and that what we real-
ly need to do is, if the United States 
decides to continue to pass legislation 
that impedes and impairs and harms 
its manufacturing base, not that we 
should seek fair trade with Communist 
China, but what we should do is borrow 
money from Communist China with in-
terest to pay them for their greenhouse 
gas emissions to get them to adopt the 
very thing that American people do not 
want to adopt in America. I want you 
to think about this. I’m going to bor-
row money with interest from Com-
munist Chinese to give to them so they 
can be environmentally sound. 

Now, I do not understand why, given 
what happens to our party here in the 
House, why the Commerce Secretary 
did not say that the Communist China 
is the party of ‘‘no.’’ And I think it 
would have been appropriate. But I also 
would not expect that from an adminis-
tration whose vice president says we 
have to keep spending to keep from 
going bankrupt. I had no idea that that 
meant that not only would he spend 
the money here, he’d spend the money 
over in Communist China and borrow 
from them to give it back, leaving you, 
the American taxpayer, with the inter-
est. 

And it also would not be surprising to 
me from an administration who said we 
have to spread the wealth around. I 
don’t think the President said quite 
how far he said he was going to spread 
your wealth. I don’t remember him 
saying that that the world would be a 
better place in, we take U.S. taxpayer 
money, send it to Communist China to 
make red bureaucrats green. I would 
have liked to have heard that. I’m sure 
a lot of people would have liked to have 
heard that around October last year 
where their money was going to wind 
up, rather than announced now via the 
Commerce Secretary. 

The frustration that the American 
people feel is that they realize our 
prosperity comes from the private sec-
tor, not the public sector. They under-
stand that we do not want a radical 
cold-turkey shift from fossil fuels into 
some nebulous green energy future. 
What we want to see is maximum 
American energy production, common-
sense conservation and free-market 
green technological innovations that 
will transition us into a more environ-
mentally sound economy of the future. 

What we see in an ideologically rife 
House, Senate, and administration is 
the opposite. They want to do cold tur-
key on fossil fuels and the existing 
economy and move us into a radical, 
and again, ill-defined green economy 
that in many ways—with the absence 
of nuclear and others—proves impos-
sible to obtain in a reasonable period of 
time without doing more damage to a 
recessed economy. 

I thank the gentleman from Ten-
nessee for his time. 

Mr. WAMP. I thank the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Before I yield time to the gentleman 
from Louisiana, Mr. Speaker, can you 
tell me how much time we have re-
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I believe 
you have approximately 10 minutes. 

Mr. WAMP. I just want to point out 
that I believe there are shared goals in 
the House, but there clearly is some 
great difference in the approaches 
again to these goals. And the problem 
with these two big issues that are 
pending before the American people is 
that they involve energy and health 
care. And energy is the one big issue 
that can bring us to our knees eco-
nomically. We’ve seen that because of 
the price of oil, the availability of elec-
tricity can paralyze our economy, and 
frankly, the cost of this move is heavy, 
the price is high. 

And that’s why it is so important— 
really, the big issues in the world 
today clearly are water—it’s a big issue 
around the world. It’s going to be 
scarce, harder to come by, can create 
conflict. Energy is going to be scarce, 
hard to come by. We are all interested 
in air quality—and the environment is 
important—but there has to be a bal-
ance of regulation. 

And then this issue of health. The 
American people do not want the gov-
ernment to get between their health 
care provider and themselves, particu-
larly between the doctor-patient rela-
tionship. And I have to tell you this 
leap does that. And you don’t see peo-
ple leaving here to go to Canada and 
Great Britain now for their health 
care. It’s the other way around because 
they’ve already gone on these systems 
that are being proposed here. 

I want to come back before the bot-
tom of the hour and talk about nu-
clear. But I want to yield to a member 
of the Commerce Committee, the gen-
tleman from Louisiana who’s brought 
great expertise to the Congress, is an 
energy production expert because of 

the State that he comes from, and 
knows that we have to increase the en-
ergy capacity in order to maintain our 
competitiveness globally today in a 
global economy. We can’t restrict our 
sources of energy and stay competitive. 

Mr. SCALISE from Louisiana is recog-
nized for such time as he may consume. 

Mr. SCALISE. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman from Tennessee. I appreciate 
your leadership on this issue and the 
fact that you are willing to come here 
tonight and talk about some of these 
challenges that our country’s facing. 
And when you look across our country 
today, people are facing many chal-
lenges. 

But I think what’s even more con-
cerning to people when they look here 
in Washington, and they look at what’s 
happening in the Congress, and they 
look at what this administration is 
doing, I think it’s frightening people 
across the country. The fact that they 
see these policies that are being pro-
posed, and some of these policies that 
have actually passed. In January, when 
President Obama took the oath of of-
fice, one of his first steps was to pass 
this unprecedented spending bill that 
he called the stimulus bill and he 
rammed it through Congress, a bill 
that everybody knows that nobody 
that voted for the bill had time to read 
because they rammed it through so 
fast, because they said it needed to 
pass because it was going to stop un-
employment from reaching 8 percent. 
Well, now we’re at 91⁄2 percent unem-
ployment, and that number is climb-
ing. 

The problem is our deficit is climbing 
even higher. We exceeded a trillion dol-
lars in deficit just a week ago. Unprec-
edented in our country’s history. And 
people are looking at that and saying, 
Why is it that every American family 
is cutting back to manage and live 
within their means? State governments 
have been cutting their budgets to live 
within their means. Why is it that 
Washington and Congress, especially, is 
spending money out of control at a 
rate that is unprecedented, and it can-
not be contained? 

And then they look at the policies. 
And I think that’s what’s concerning 
people especially today. And they look 
at this crazy energy proposal, this cap- 
and-trade energy tax and this proposal 
to have a government takeover of our 
health care system. And clearly re-
forms need to be made to health care, 
but there is bipartisan agreement on a 
number of reforms that can be made to 
allow people to have the portability so 
if they move from one job to another, 
they can take their health care with 
them. 

But a real competition in health care 
or address pre-existing conditions, 
there is bipartisan agreement on all of 
those issues. Not one of those is in the 
President’s bill because he chose to go 
it alone. He said, I don’t need to work 
with Republicans. And in fact, he’s not 
even working with moderate Demo-
crats. He’s decided to go with the most 
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far extreme leftists that want to just 
have a government takeover of health 
care where, literally, a bureaucrat in 
Washington that’s not elected, didn’t 
even go through a Senate confirma-
tion, can have the ability to tell you 
which doctor you can see or even if you 
can get an operation. 

And we’ve seen the devastating re-
sults in countries like Canada, in Eng-
land, where they’ve done the exact 
same thing. And now those people who 
have the means in those countries 
come to America to get health care. 
Because even with our flaws—and 
we’ve got flaws in our system that need 
to be worked out—but even with our 
flaws, we have the best medical care in 
the world. And yet they want to de-
stroy that system by having a govern-
ment take it over and then add $800 bil-
lion of new taxes on the backs of Amer-
ican families. 

And if that wasn’t enough, that leads 
us into the topic that I know my friend 
from Tennessee really started off talk-
ing about, and that’s energy. This cap- 
and-trade energy tax that actually 
passed this House, and I sit on the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee and we 
debated that for weeks, and I strongly 
opposed their bill because their bill 
doesn’t address the energy problems in 
our country. We don’t have an energy 
policy in America. Imagine that. The 
greatest country in the history of the 
world, the most industrialized nation 
in the world, doesn’t have a true en-
ergy policy. We’ve got the ability to 
create a comprehensive energy policy 
that actually eliminates our depend-
ence on Middle Eastern oil. And we 
filed a bill. 

Some people would lead you to be-
lieve there is no alternative out there. 
It’s just this cap-and-trade energy tax 
or nothing. 

Well, there is a different approach. 
There was an approach called the 
American Energy Act, which I’m proud 
to be a co-sponsor of. I know my friend 
from Tennessee is a cosponsor of. It’s 
an all-of-the-above policy. It says yes, 
we should pursue those alternative 
sources of energy like wind and solar 
power. But unfortunately, those tech-
nologies aren’t advanced enough yet. 
You can’t run your car or house on 
wind or solar. You surely couldn’t run 
a hospital on wind and solar because 
they’re intermittent sources of energy, 
and so you need some other forms to 
keep power generating in this country. 
And so yes, you have coal production 
and we should advance the tech-
nologies to make clean coal tech-
nology. 

But you also need advance nuclear 
power; nuclear power emits zero car-
bon. It’s a zero carbon emission source 
of energy. Eighty percent of Europe is 
on nuclear power now. It wasn’t on 
their bill. They discouraged it. We need 
to move towards those other alter-
natives. 

We also need to recognize the exist-
ing types of energies we have in our 
country, and that’s oil and natural gas. 

It’s also some of the new sources and 
technologies that we have, like these 
tar sands in the Midwest which right 
now are prohibited from being explored 
by Federal policy. In fact, if you go 
into the Gulf of Mexico, there are 
many areas there where there are huge 
reserves of oil and natural gas that are 
banned from even being explored. 

I’ve taken a few Members out to the 
Gulf of Mexico a few weeks ago. We 
went out to the largest natural gas ex-
ploration facility in the country. It’s 
called Independence Hub. Nine hundred 
million cubic feet of gas a day. Actu-
ally represents 2 percent of our entire 
country’s natural gas needs. It’s out 
there in the Gulf of Mexico, and they 
have greater capacity. In fact, we keep 
finding more and more reserves of nat-
ural gas every day. In north Louisiana, 
I’m proud to have gone out and visited 
the area in Shreveport, Louisiana, 
called Hainesville. Hainesville shale 
find is the largest new find of natural 
gas in our country’s history. It was 
just found 3 years ago, and we continue 
to find more and more reserves like 
that. 

So there are all kind of natural re-
sources that our country can use, and 
yet Federal policy blocks it. And the 
only answer President Obama gives us 
is this cap-and-trade energy tax—which 
actually limits our ability to explore 
American resource of energy and gives 
greater power to those oil OPEC barons 
in Saudi Arabia and other countries in 
the Middle East that don’t like our 
way of life. So we’ve got to get a com-
prehensive energy policy, and we’ve got 
to move away from this idea of taxing 
businesses, taxing families, raising 
electricity costs—which their bill 
does—and go to a policy that adopts a 
comprehensive, all-of-the-above ap-
proach. 

So here at this time I’m going to 
yield back to my friend from Ten-
nessee. But we’re talking in the same 
week that Neil Armstrong and Buzz 
Aldrin and Collins landed on the Moon, 
the Apollo 11 mission. The 40th anni-
versary this week. I had the honor of 
meeting them. True American heroes. 
When I talked to Neil Armstrong ear-
lier this week, what I told him was, 
What you did, what your crew did and 
what all of the NASA officials did, they 
inspired a Nation because they showed 
us what the greatness of America can 
be if we truly set our minds in a bipar-
tisan way. And back then under Presi-
dent Kennedy when he said and set 
that objective that we were going to go 
to the Moon by the end of the 1960s, the 
entire country came together, Repub-
licans and Democrats. We can do that 
again. 

But President Obama’s got to set 
aside the bipartisanship and this ex-
treme radical policy, and we can get 
there. 

b 2130 

Mr. WAMP. I thank the gentleman. 
As I close out our hour tonight, I want 
to say when the question is asked, 

where are the jobs, if all of the applica-
tions pending right now before the Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission for nu-
clear plants were approved, that would 
be 17,500 permanent jobs and 62,000 con-
struction jobs. Nuclear is maybe the 
single largest step towards stimulus, 
economic opportunity and global 
warming progress, all of those things 
that we need. 

We can reprocess and recycle the 
spent fuel. This administration doesn’t 
want to bury it in Yucca Mountain. 
They won the election. That’s their 
prerogative. Let’s move as France has, 
and Japan and other countries, towards 
taking the spent fuel and turning it 
back into energy. We can deal with 
this. We built 100 reactors in less than 
20 years, and now we know so much 
more about it, if we said we were going 
to build another 100 reactors in the 
next 20 years, we would have a robust 
U.S. economy with new electricity ca-
pacity. 

And when we bring on new capacity, 
we will lower the cost instead of in-
creasing the cost. This regulatory cap- 
and-trade scheme increases the cost, 
reduces the supply, by definition, be-
cause we’re going to need new elec-
tricity and energy capacity. So tonight 
we just close, Mr. Speaker, by saying 
that American innovation and entre-
preneurship, free enterprise, can help 
solve these problems without the gov-
ernment burden. 

f 

THE PROGRESSIVE MESSAGE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. ELLISON) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, what a 
pleasure it is to claim this hour, this 
Special Order, on behalf of the Congres-
sional Progressive Caucus. The Con-
gressional Progressive Caucus is the 
body of Members of Congress who be-
lieve that we’re all better off together 
than we are separated and apart. We 
believe that we need a mixed economy, 
in which, yes, people are entitled to 
pursue their private dreams and make 
their money, but also there are certain 
things that we should do together, 
things like take care of the water, 
things like provide for transportation, 
things like provide for education and 
things like health care. 

The Progressive Caucus is the body 
of people here in the Congress who 
stand by the idea that the civil rights 
movement was a great moment in 
American history, that FDR and the 
New Deal was another great moment in 
American history and that the steps 
forward to end slavery was a great mo-
ment in American history. 

And yet the greatest moments of 
American history have not yet been 
written but are really still in front of 
us. We still have more people to bring 
into the ambit, bring into the embrace 
of this great American ideal, the pro-
gressive ideal, this idea that America 
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has not yet done the best it can do. We 
have more people to include, more peo-
ple to help find that internal light of 
their own and that this is the time to 
walk forward into that history. 

We have the Congressional Progres-
sive Caucus that comes together today. 
We started out, Mr. Speaker, as a 
group that said, we would like to see in 
the area of health care a single-payer 
system. This was our position. But 
we’ve compromised, because we’re 
practical progressives. We said we can 
have health care reform if we have a 
public option, but we can’t go any fur-
ther than that. There must be a public 
option in the health care plan. And it 
looks like we are going to have one. We 
are excited about the prospect of seeing 
this public option. It appears as though 
it is moving forward, Mr. Speaker. And 
it’s a good thing because it’s what 
America needs. It’s what America 
needs. 

This is the Progressive Message, and 
we are here to talk about health care 
tonight. Health care, Mr. Speaker, is 
the boiling issue. It is the issue that is 
all the talk around the Congress; it is 
the issue that is all the talk around 
America. The fact of the matter is, Mr. 
Speaker, it is a fact, it is a belief and 
a firmly held belief of my own that 
health care is a movement that is es-
sentially a civil rights movement. It 
has the same level of intensity as that 
movement. And it has the same ur-
gency as that movement. 

I’m inspired by the words of Martin 
Luther King, Mr. Speaker, who said 
that we have the fierce urgency of now, 
the fierce urgency of now, that we 
can’t say that somebody else can get 
their freedom at some other time, at a 
more convenient time, at a time when 
it makes sense and is comfortable for 
everybody. 

No, he said civil rights now, not 
later, and not have to say today we 
have got to have health care for all, 
right now, not later. The fierce ur-
gency of now, Mr. Speaker. 

I want to let you know, Mr. Speaker, 
that when I was watching television 
last night, I was tuned into President 
Barack Obama. And I want to let you 
know that I was very proud of Presi-
dent Obama last night, Mr. Speaker. 
President Obama came before the 
American people and articulated a 
case, as skillfully as any arguer or ora-
tor ever could, for health care, health 
care now. 

The thing that really grabbed my at-
tention, Mr. Speaker, is when he was 
asked by a reporter, why does it have 
to be now, and the reporter asked in 
somewhat of a challenging and slightly 
derisive tone of voice, why does it have 
to be now? Can’t it just be some other 
time? Mr. Speaker, President Obama 
said, you know, I can’t delay it when I 
read the letters that I get. The letters 
tell me that we have got to act now. 
We can’t put it off another day. We’ve 
got to do it now. And I actually was 
cheering at the television screen as 
President Obama was saying these 

things. It’s so nice to have a President 
that you truly agree with and believe 
in and think is a real champion for the 
people who elected him. 

So in that spirit of President Obama 
saying that the letters and the stories 
that people are going through propel 
him toward action, let me share a few 
stories of my own, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause my constituents write me letters 
too, and those help move me and moti-
vate me toward action for true health 
care reform. Instead of my hitting you 
first with the facts and figures and all 
those things, I just want to start out 
tonight, Mr. Speaker, with stories and 
letters from my constituents. 

Let me talk about Mary from Min-
neapolis, Minnesota. Mary says, my 
daughter needed her wisdom teeth out. 
At the same time, with insurance, we 
were told to pay $375, which we did, 
then got billed over $1,000, resubmitted, 
eventually the amount was reduced to 
$750. In the meantime, my husband got 
no paycheck. I have calcium deposits 
in my back which make it difficult to 
walk, and I can’t afford the copays, so 
I’m waiting until it’s so bad that I 
can’t walk. 

Mr. Speaker, Mary needs help. Mary 
needs a caring, committed government 
that is listening to her and is going to 
help bring forth legislation which can 
allow her to work with her doctor and 
her health care provider with the solu-
tions that she needs. No government 
official in the middle between Mary 
and her health care provider. That’s 
nothing but spooky, scary stuff, and 
it’s not true. 

Let’s hear from Denise: I find more 
and more often that my family and I 
are skipping doctor visits for preven-
tive care, and when we would have 
made a visit to the doctor in the past, 
but now can’t afford the co-payments 
to be seen. This is especially true for 
childhood illnesses such as allergy vis-
its or medication, dental problems that 
could potentially be serious, and inju-
ries that, in reality, should be checked 
out by a doctor. My family is insured. 
Yet because of our current employment 
situation, combined with rising health 
care costs, it has come out of reach to 
have the kind of health care we have 
enjoyed in the past. I feel that we are 
being left behind for an inability to be 
able to bear the burden of the cost. 
This may mean that we will pay dearly 
in the future for things that could have 
been prevented or less serious had they 
been able to see a doctor initially. 

As I listen to Denise from 
Minneapolis’s story, I’m thinking, Mr. 
Speaker, about the global, the larger 
trends in our society that are sweeping 
her up and affecting her. She’s talking 
about being insured, having a job, but 
having to go without because of the 
costs of copays and premiums. Well, 
Mr. Speaker, one of these startling 
facts that you might want to know is 
that over the last 9 years, premiums 
have doubled for people who have in-
surance, and while wages have been 
flat, premiums have been increasing 

much faster than wages have, and this 
has made a squeeze on the American 
household budget. Denise needs a hand, 
Mr. Speaker. Denise needs somebody to 
care. 

Janice from Golden Valley, Min-
nesota: I’ve worked every day since I 
turned 15, and I’m currently 51. I’m 
married with two teenage children. I 
have a college degree. We have always 
lived a balanced and frugal life. We do 
not take exotic trips and mostly buy 
generic groceries and thrift or discount 
store clothing. I do not and never have 
smoked or drank, and I have been in 
my job for 20 years, yet I bring home 
less and less each year due primarily to 
health care premiums and costs. 
Health care premiums and copays cost 
about 25 to 30 percent of my income. 
Health care premiums cost me more 
than my Federal, State, Social Secu-
rity, union dues and retirement plan 
deduction combined from each pay-
check. 

The increase has been so great that 
we have stopped being able to con-
tribute to savings for 4 years. The one 
thing I fear more than anything is me 
or my family member getting sick be-
cause of what treatment will cost even 
beyond the premium costs. When I 
have a strange new sensation in my eye 
or a vein hurting in my leg or a dull 
pain in my chest, I just pray it will go 
away on its own because I’m afraid of 
what it will cost me. 

We pay out so much for health care 
insurance, yet we cannot afford to real-
ly even use it. And I feel even worse for 
those who have no health insurance at 
all. This reflects badly on what Amer-
ica has become, a place where only the 
wealthiest survive and profit by a few 
takes priority over the basic needs of 
all. 

Mr. Speaker, let me tell you about 
the story of Anita. I’m armed with sta-
tistics tonight, Mr. Speaker, and I have 
them. But they don’t mean a thing 
next to these stories of these citizens, 
these good, honest Americans from my 
State of Minnesota whose stories I 
want to bring to you tonight. 

Let me talk to you about Cynthia 
from Minnesota. Cynthia says: As an 
asthmatic and a mother of an asth-
matic, I would think the insurance 
company would be happy that we go for 
our annual check up and would be will-
ing to cover our medicines so that we 
stay healthy and don’t end up costing 
them more. Much to my surprise, the 
insurance company would not cover 
our asthma checks, and the cost of our 
prescriptions has gone through the 
roof. Unfortunately, our meds are not 
part of the formulary drug list. What 
ends up happening is I cover my child’s 
meds, and I don’t get any. I just hope 
we are near each other if I have an at-
tack. 

Mr. Speaker, that is no way to treat 
Americans who are trying to make it 
in this society. 

How about this one. Maria from Min-
nesota: My daughter is 24. She has had 
a polycystic ovarian disease since she 
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was 15 requiring three surgeries, five 
hospital visits and many, many office 
calls. This is a chronic condition which 
will probably result in infertility or at 
the least difficulty in achieving preg-
nancy. This is physically draining, as 
she is often in pain and has been on 
many narcotic pain meds, including 
Vicodin, Percocet and OxyContin. 

In addition, the idea of not having 
children is a tough thing to face as a 
teenager and young adult. If that 
wasn’t enough, she also has a degenera-
tive disk disease in her cervical spine. 
This has resulted in a herniated disk 
and chronic constant pain. Again, 
there is no cure for this and no real 
treatment. Since she is an adult, she 
no longer is eligible to be under our in-
surance plans. She has a BA degree, 
but has not been able to find long-term 
employment in her field which would 
offer benefits. Rather, she is managing 
a bar restaurant, which is a good job, 
but it’s not what she went to school 
for. 

b 2145 

She’s working as a bartender at least 
60 hours a week, on her feet all the 
time. She pays her own bills, lives on 
her own, but because of her chronic 
condition, has not been able to get 
COBRA insurance and, instead, has a 
policy through a private insurance 
company paying over $200 a month, 
which doesn’t cover many of her needs. 
This is outrageous. 

Please, please understand she is not 
sitting at home waiting for a handout. 
She’s so motivated and such a hard 
worker, but the insurance costs are 
eating up her paychecks. She’s my 
hero, as I can’t imagine facing these 
conditions and then having the min-
imum coverage while paying the max-
imum bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I just thought I’d start 
off this Progressive Hour with some 
real stories from real people, real sto-
ries for real people who are dealing 
with a very difficult situation. Mr. 
Speaker, let’s not relegate them to the 
status quo. 

My colleagues, many of them on the 
other side of the aisle, are essentially 
saying let’s keep it how it is. Let’s stop 
moving so fast. Let’s not let this proc-
ess move along too quickly. And some 
have been caught offhandedly making 
the comments that they think that 
they can take President Obama down. 
Is that what this is about, taking 
somebody down? 

This should be about lifting some-
body up, the American people, lifting 
them up, not trying to score a partisan 
point in a political game. This is real 
life people are going through, real life 
like the Minnesotans that I just talked 
about. But as I speak here tonight, Mr. 
Speaker, I can assure you that in every 
State in this Union and in every terri-
tory of this country, there are stories 
exactly like these. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to talk about 
what the bill actually does a little bit, 
but before I do, I want to talk a little 

bit about the cost of this health care 
reform because, you know, first of all, 
there is this big fear thing around cost, 
and this is one of the major ways that 
some detractors are trying to stop 
things. So first let’s talk about the in-
dividual cost, the cost to the person. 

Without reform, the cost of health 
care for the average family of four is 
estimated to rise $1,800 every year for 
years to come, and insurance compa-
nies will make more health care deci-
sions. Okay. Status quo, hand the in-
surance companies 1,800 bucks every 
year. In 2 years that’s 3,600, in 4 years 
it’s more than that. The fact is this is 
the status quo. And I was so proud to 
hear President Obama last night say-
ing, if somebody offered you a plan 
that was going to double, that was 
guaranteed to double in cost and was 
going to push more people into the 
ranks of the insured, would you want 
that, because that’s what we have now. 
Again, another brilliant oratorical 
flourish rooted in the truth. 

So one cost is the 1,800 bucks every 
year estimated to increase, but let’s 
talk about the individual costs a little 
bit more. If we have health care re-
form, if we have health care reform, 
Mr. Speaker, no more copays or 
deductibles for preventive care. That 
will help a family budget. No more rate 
increases for preexisting conditions, 
gender or occupation. That will help 
the family budget. No more annual cap 
on out-of-pocket expenses. That’s going 
to help the family budget. Group rates 
of a national pool, if you buy your own 
plan, that should hold costs down. 
Guaranteed affordable oral, hearing 
and vision care for your kids, that will 
definitely help the family budget out. 

The fact is that this bill is designed 
to help families deal with the esca-
lating costs of health care. It’s not 
about increasing costs or increasing 
debt or anything like that. It’s about 
helping the family budget stay in a 
place where families can actually get 
ahead a little bit for the first time in a 
long time, for the first time under a 
budget, under an economic philosophy 
where the rich didn’t have enough and 
the poor had too much in the minds of 
some people. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, we need to 
talk about costs tonight. We need to 
talk about it, and I want to go now to 
the recent—the CBO budget scores 
have been tossed around a lot. We’ve 
been hearing a lot about what the CBO 
says. The CBO says this, the CBO says 
that. Let me talk about what the CBO 
actually says, really says. 

On July 17, the Congressional Budget 
Office released estimates confirming 
that the health care insurance reform 
policies of H.R. 3200, America’s Afford-
able Health Care Choices Act, are def-
icit-neutral over a 10-year budget win-
dow. That means that they don’t add to 
the budget. They’re deficit-neutral, 
even producing a $6 billion surplus. 

CBO estimated that the cost of the 
bill’s insurance reforms was $1.042 tril-
lion, while the bill’s cost savings and 

revenues totaled about $1.48 trillion. 
This is over a 10-year period. CBO esti-
mated that these reforms will provide 
affordable coverage for 97 percent of 
Americans 2 years after the program 
starts. Now, that’s really something, 
Mr. Speaker. 

It was also reported in the press, CBO 
also estimated that the overall bill has 
a net cost of $239 billion over 10 years, 
but this is entirely due to additional 
provisions in the bill to maintain cur-
rent Medicare physician payment rates 
costing $245 billion over 10 years by 
preventing scheduled draconian cuts. 

The House agreed earlier this year 
that this $245 billion cost would be ex-
empt from PAYGO. The President’s 
budget acknowledged the flawed Medi-
care physician payment formula and 
allotted money to address it. Then, in 
voting for the budget resolution in 
April, the House voted to exempt Medi-
care physician payment provisions 
from PAYGO. The statutory PAYGO 
bill to be considered by the House this 
week, passed through this House this 
week, also exempts these provisions 
from PAYGO. 

Mr. Speaker, let me also add that 
this bill preserves and increases op-
tions, plan options. Those eligible for 
the exchange—and I’ll talk about that 
in a moment—choose from all options, 
private and public. No one can steer 
them to any particular plan. 

CBO projects that by the year 2019 
about 9 to 10 million Americans, or a 
little more than 3 percent of Ameri-
cans, will choose the public option. 
CBO projects that the most of these 
using the exchange will choose private 
sector plans. This confirms that the 
bill creates a level playing field where 
the public option will compete with 
private plans on a fair basis and that 
the public plan will not necessarily 
push them out of existence. 

Again, I’m a single-payer advocate, 
but I wanted to talk about, just a little 
bit about this cost, because this is the 
very thing that detractors are using to 
try to scare Americans away from real 
health care reform with, and I think 
that Americans deserve better. They 
deserve the truth, and they should 
know that this plan is one that’s de-
signed to help save them money. Let’s 
talk a little bit more about health care 
costs. 

Health care costs for small busi-
nesses have grown 30 percent since the 
year 2000. The average family premium 
costs $1,100 more per year because our 
health care system fails to cover every-
one. The average individual premium 
costs $410 or more. 

The fact is we’re joined here tonight 
by one of the great, great, great stal-
warts and heroes of health care reform, 
none other than JOHN CONYERS, chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee, sec-
ond-most senior Member of the House 
of Representatives. 

Good evening, Congressman CONYERS. 
Mr. CONYERS. Would the distin-

guished gentleman yield to me? 
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Mr. ELLISON. Certainly I will yield 

to the distinguished gentleman from 
Michigan. 

Mr. CONYERS. Thank you, Mr. 
ELLISON, and to our colleague and 
friend, STEVE KING, who is also on the 
floor enjoying the proceedings. 

I came down merely to let you know 
how much I admire and respect your 
determination to make sure that every 
American can listen and learn about 
the importance of health care, the 
issues as you see them developing, and 
what it means for all of us to come up 
with the best possible result that we 
can. 

The 44th President of the United 
States brought his case to the public 
last night, a brilliant explanation, very 
persuasive, very intellectual, and then 
he answered more than a dozen ques-
tions from the press. It was very in-
structive. I was moved by that last 
night, and I’m moved by the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON) this 
night as well, because what you’re 
doing is so very, very important. 

I get calls in my office, and I have 
the unique tendency to answer my own 
phone. And people are very surprised 
when I answer the phone and they’re 
telling me what to tell the Congress-
man, and I explain to them who I am, 
and they’re pleased and flattered by 
that. But a lot of those calls are about 
health care. Some of them are very 
moving, like some of the stories that 
you’ve related here tonight. Other peo-
ple are not happy about health care, 
and some hope that we don’t come up 
with a bill, a few. But most people real-
ize that this struggle has been going on 
for 30, 40, 50 years. 

Harry Truman began talking about 
universal health care, and then Lyndon 
Johnson was able to come through 
with Medicare. And in respect to Harry 
Truman’s determination, although un-
successful, he went to the Harry Tru-
man Library in Missouri to sign the 
Medicare bill. 

There’s a rich history, a legacy about 
how we’ve gone through these different 
changes. And now the President, after 
only a few months, calls us together in 
the White House at a White House sum-
mit to declare his determination to do 
more about this system—we call it a 
system. It’s a broken-down, non-
working system—about health care. 
And so it’s so interesting to study what 
all of our Presidents, what our leaders 
have done and why it’s so important 
when we think of the millions and mil-
lions of people that don’t have health 
care. 

I’m going to say something here to-
night that, to me, I want to put in per-
spective the issues. The plan, as I un-
derstand it, that’s being proposed does 
not relieve everybody of the threat of 
not having health care. It is not a uni-
versal system. 

Let’s put these things on the table. I 
am for a universal system of health 
care. I’ve worked with doctors, medical 
scholars, nurses for years now, and 
they say that that’s the only way we’re 

going to reduce costs. And for anybody 
that’s talking about—it’s bad enough 
that we don’t have single-payer health 
care involved in this, except for the 
tremendous efforts of the gentleman 
from Ohio, DENNIS KUCINICH, who’s got 
it in one of the committee’s bills that 
would allow States to develop health 
care if they chose an option. 

b 2200 

But we don’t even know what the 
public option is finally going to be. 
There are those that don’t even want 
to give the opportunity of Americans 
to choose between their health care 
plans, and the controls of the insurance 
industry have been legendary. It’s been 
written, spoken about, people’s own ex-
perience. 

And then if I hear anybody talk 
about the government controlling med-
icine, it’s the health insurance compa-
nies that are controlling medicine, not 
the doctor. 

So I just want to listen, take in the 
wisdom that you have brought to this 
body and enjoy this discussion. I hope 
any other of our colleagues that want 
to join in this can participate as well if 
they choose, and I’m just so proud 
you’re doing it tonight and that I can 
just add my comments to this decision 
of yours to once again take out a Spe-
cial Order to discuss this subject. 

Mr. ELLISON. Well, I want to thank 
the gentleman from Michigan, Chair-
man CONYERS, for coming down here. 
We have a chance to do a little bit of 
give-and-take. Actually, I’d like to ask 
the gentleman a few questions if the 
gentleman would take a question. 

And my question is for you, Mr. 
Chairman, is why do you author H.R. 
676, the single-payer bill, and why did 
you work so hard to try to get so many 
authors in the House? And you ended 
up getting about 80-plus authors. And 
why did you go all over the country, to 
my State of Minnesota, and talk to so 
many people? Why did you work so 
hard to push this idea of single payer 
forward? 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. CONYERS. Well, improving our 

health care system is the most single 
fundamental domestic issue that we 
can deal with. The second most impor-
tant is creating a full employment so-
ciety. And both go together, because if 
you’ve got your health and don’t have 
any employment, I don’t know if 
you’re in worse shape than a person 
who has employment and doesn’t have 
any availability for health care. 
They’re both fundamental rights that 
are inherent in a constitutional system 
of democracy, and we’ve been working 
on this so for long. 

I remember when the First Lady 
then, Hillary Rodham Clinton, called 
us into the White House and asked us 
to hold back on our push for universal 
single-payer health care when her hus-
band became President, because she, 
with Ira Magaziner, was going to work 
on health care reform. We did. We met. 
I remember and said, look, we should 

honor her request. There had never 
been a First Lady in the White House 
designated by the President to work on 
an issue this momentous, and so we 
pulled back. It did not succeed. It 
wasn’t her fault. She had no way of es-
timating how powerful the corporate 
medical sources in health care were 
and that were determined not to make 
this universal or to make any changes 
at all. 

And so this, to me, is one of the high-
est issues that all of us in the Congress 
can repair to, and I’m so proud that we 
now have a total of 85 Members of the 
House now on H.R. 676. I’m proud that 
we have it in the health care reform as 
an option for States so that we can 
overcome some of the restrictions that 
will be relieved through the Kucinich 
amendment to allow States that want 
to begin this global experiment. 

That’s how it started in Canada. It 
was a province in Canada that first 
passed it, and then another, and yet an-
other. And of course, Canadians are 
overwhelmingly, extremely proud of 
the system that they have. No, it’s not 
perfect, but very few things in this life 
are. They’re working on it, and we’re 
not copying it. We’re looking at health 
care systems from around the world, 
everywhere, all countries that have 
them and the problems in countries 
that don’t have them, and so this is an 
exciting global setting. 

I was even in China not too long ago 
examining their system, which some-
times they’re very efficient, and in 
other places, they don’t exist at all. 
But we’re putting the study together so 
that the plan that we create is an 
American plan, created by us, bene-
fiting from all the improvements and 
problems of other countries that have 
universal health care systems. 

And so even though my primary con-
cerns are the Judiciary Committee 
issues, some of which tie into health 
care, the bankruptcies caused by 
health care are in our committee, and 
now we’re having hearings on medical 
bankruptcies next week in the Judici-
ary Committee, and I know my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle will 
no doubt attend these hearings. 

And so there’s a relationship. There’s 
a relationship in creating a full em-
ployment program. I will be talking to 
some of the Caucus members tomorrow 
morning about unemployment and the 
importance that we sever the link be-
tween unemployment and health care, 
because what has happened in Detroit 
is that, as the plants are closed and 
people laid off and no longer have em-
ployment, guess what? They no longer 
have health care either. 

So the relationship of employment- 
based health care to unemployment is 
profound, and a person without em-
ployment needs health care guaranteed 
and assured, needs health care, wheth-
er he’s working or not. He needs it even 
perhaps more than when he is working. 

And so as the unemployment con-
tinues unfortunately to rise, more and 
more people who once enjoyed health 
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care from the employer-based system 
don’t have it anymore. 

Mr. ELLISON. If the gentleman will 
yield for another question, do you 
think, Chairman CONYERS, that your 
advocacy for single-payer health care, 
H.R. 676, which was widely supported, 
wildly supported in my district when 
you showed up to talk about it in Min-
nesota—we packed the house. Every-
body was so excited. We’ve had several 
other hearings on health care since 
then. People always mention that hear-
ing because the spirit was so high. Do 
you think that that effort for a single 
payer actually helped gain enough mo-
mentum to at least make sure we had 
a public option for consideration in the 
current version of the bill? 

Mr. CONYERS. I think a distinct re-
lationship, and there are many people 
that have told me—and I’d like to com-
pare it with your experience and our 
colleagues’. There are those who have 
said, first of all, they’re disappointed 
that a single-payer system, which is 
the most popular in the country and 
has the most numerous supporters in 
the Congress of any other plan, did not 
get more consideration. But they said, 
well, at least we ought to have a strong 
public option at a minimum, and so, 
yes, there is a relationship between 
those who still seek a single-payer sys-
tem who demand that there be a public 
option. 

Unfortunately, there are some of our 
colleagues who are still not persuaded 
that we need a public option even. 

b 2210 

There are reservations in the other 
body. And so it still remains to be seen 
what is really going to happen in that 
regard. 

Mr. ELLISON. If the gentleman 
would yield back, I wonder if the gen-
tleman would offer another question. 
As the Chair of the Judiciary, the chief 
author of H.R. 676, we’re talking about 
a public option. Could you offer your 
opinion as to why anyone who claims 
to be in favor of free markets would be 
afraid of having the public option in-
cluded in other private insurance offer-
ings in the exchange? 

The health care proposal is that if 
you have your health insurance, em-
ployer-based health insurance, you can 
keep that and that some improvements 
would be no exclusion for preexisting 
condition, no discrimination for age 
and gender. And then, the second 
thing, if you have a government pro-
gram now, like Medicare, you can keep 
that. And we try to get more people en-
rolled in Medicaid who are eligible for 
that. 

And then, of course, the third option, 
the new option, would be the exchange 
standardized benefits, which would in-
clude eight private insurance offerings, 
together with a public option. 

And so my question to you is: Why 
are the free marketeers afraid of a pub-
lic option? What are they scared of? I 
thought they were in favor of competi-
tion. 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. CONYERS. Well, it’s clear that 

many in the insurance field—remem-
ber, there are over 1,200 or 1,300 dif-
ferent insurance policies for health 
care, dozens and dozens of companies 
writing their own policies and plans, 
creating huge administrative overhead 
for doctors who are practicing, who fre-
quently have to hire more and more ad-
ministrative people just to sort 
through all of the policies of patients 
that come to visit them. 

So they don’t want competition. 
They don’t want a free market. They 
want a market in which the ones that 
have the business and have been in it 
for a long time don’t have to share it 
with anybody. And they certainly don’t 
want to have to face the competition of 
an effective public option, which al-
most surely would be less expensive 
and perhaps more efficient than most 
of the private insurance systems. Why? 
Because they won’t have the adver-
tising costs, the overhead costs, the ad-
ministrative costs—all of these things 
that burden and raise the cost of pri-
vate insurance. 

The same way with Medicare. Medi-
care costs have an overhead of 3 per-
cent. In the private sector, the insur-
ance policies run 10, 15, 17 percent or 
more in cost. All the advertising we 
see, at least in my area, these huge 
billboards, Come to this hospital be-
cause we’re better at this particular 
health service. Another hospital, Come 
to this hospital; we’re specialists in 
this particular service. And so on. 

MRI equipment, the overuse of equip-
ment. And doctors tell me if they’re in 
a hospital and another hospital nearby 
gets new MRI equipment, they have to 
go get it to compete with theirs, and 
they don’t really need it, but they want 
to have state-of-the-art, the latest 
thing. 

And so this fee-for-services notion 
keeps raising the cost of health care. 
Many of the people that complain 
about these costs don’t realize that the 
public option will almost surely lower 
the cost of health care. 

Mr. ELLISON. Well, if the gentleman 
yields back, if the cost of health care is 
lower for families, will this allow them 
to be able to meet more of their basic 
needs and put food on the table, send 
kids to school, buy adequate amounts 
of clothing? Will this allow them to es-
cape having to rely on credit cards and 
payday lenders just to be able to make 
it through the week? 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. CONYERS. The answer is yes. No 

question about it. This is what the goal 
of health care reform is about, to lower 
the costs, which, by the way, each year 
the costs keep increasing and we have 
to find ways to deal with it. 

There are other reasons that costs go 
up. We have got to tackle this on a re-
alistic basis. This isn’t about emotions 
or whether a capitalist system is being 
challenged or not. We have plenty of 
examples in which—your highway sys-
tems aren’t run by different companies, 
your water systems, your electricity. 

Health care is a matter of having it 
available to every citizen, regardless of 
their ability to pay. Of course, many of 
the people that end up in bankruptcy, 
they had health insurance. They didn’t 
know that what they needed it for 
wasn’t covered by the health insurance 
that they have. 

And so, for me, it’s been such an in-
teresting field of endeavor to meet and 
talk with these really wonderful doc-
tors in different parts of the country, 
at the medical schools, and to have 
made their acquaintance and then to 
learn of all the innumerable citizens 
who are so grateful to us for dealing 
with their problems. 

By the way, this isn’t some kind of 
circumstance that applies in rural 
areas as opposed to urban areas or in 
conservative areas as compared to lib-
eral areas. These people are in the 
same fix all across the country in every 
one of the congressional districts. 

I yield. 
Mr. ELLISON. That’s an interesting 

point. Do people who live in conserv-
ative areas where their Representa-
tives are fighting for the status quo, 
are these people exempt from these es-
calating health care costs, these esca-
lating premiums? And do people who 
live in the so-called ‘‘red’’ States, folks 
who are being excluded for preexisting 
conditions, being dropped, do people 
who have Representatives who fight for 
the status quo get some sort of a pass 
under our current health care system? 

Mr. CONYERS. Not on your life. 
We’re all experiencing much the same 
thing. I had hearings around the coun-
try on this subject. And I remember 
going to the Upper Peninsula of Michi-
gan. Our good colleague, the gentleman 
from Michigan, BART STUPAK, had in-
vited me up there for hearings. 

I thought the urban areas were in 
trouble. I got a lesson. The rural areas 
were in even more difficulty in some 
respects. 

b 2220 

Let me explain what I mean. They 
were of the opinion that they couldn’t 
get doctors or nurses to come up there 
to serve their population. I remember 
their telling me about one doctor 
whose wife had said, At the end of this 
year, I’m leaving. I’m going back. I 
just don’t fit in here. I’m not com-
fortable. 

And there are people that would love 
to be in the Upper Peninsula of Michi-
gan. It’s beautiful. I have people rhap-
sodic about the beauty of the outdoors. 
But this wasn’t for her. This was the 
only doctor. They were begging the 
doctor not to leave, and his wife. They 
knew if she left, he would leave, too. 
They were flying people from upper 
Michigan to Wisconsin because they 
didn’t have any way to serve people 
who needed serious hospital treatment. 

So we find that in Minnesota, up 
there at the Canadian-Michigan border, 
in that State, I remember distinctly 
talking with farmers who called their 
health insurance agents and said, 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 04:15 Jul 24, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00111 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K23JY7.199 H23JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
B

9S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8698 July 23, 2009 
Please. I’m a successful farmer. Please 
come out and help me get insurance. I 
remember distinctly this one farmer 
said, The insurance agent said you 
don’t want me to come out to quote 
you a price because I know you can’t 
afford it. We don’t even want to bother 
even trying to sell you insurance be-
cause I don’t care how successful a 
farmer you are, because with you and 
your family, you won’t be able to af-
ford it, so we don’t even need to try to 
sell you the policy. 

There are all sorts of circumstances 
going on that I learn of as I accept in-
vitations around the country to meet 
with health care experts in hospitals, 
in medical schools, in town hall meet-
ings where people are trying to get 
some relief from this terrible fact that 
originally 37 but now 50 million people 
are without any insurance at all. And 
more people who are losing their jobs 
end up going into that column as well. 

Mr. ELLISON. Well, if the gentleman 
yields back, I just want to point out 
that you mentioned Medicare has an 
administrative fee of about 3 to 5 per-
cent. The fact is, however, that if you 
look at the top five health insurance 
companies, their administrative costs 
are 17 percent, and if you look at the 
average overall private insurance, it’s 
about 14 percent. 

What do they spend all that money 
on? How come they can’t get down to a 
reasonable percentage of medical loss 
ratio? Does the fact that some of these 
CEOs just get exorbitant pay have any-
thing to do with it? And if there was a 
public option—the CEO of the public 
option, I guess, would be Governor 
Sebelius, who is the Secretary of HHS, 
Health and Human Services. She is not 
making $10 million a year as a public 
servant. I guess my question is what 
are they spending all that money on. 
How come they can’t be more efficient? 

Mr. CONYERS. Well, exorbitant sala-
ries to the chief executives and the 
managers of the company, as you 
imply, runs into millions of dollars an-
nually, and many of them are the pre-
cise people who, through their lobby-
ists on K Street, are fighting any kind 
of serious health care reform. It’s not a 
pretty picture. 

Mr. ELLISON. Well, if the gentleman 
would yield, it was recently reported 
that the lobbyists are spending $1.4 
million a day to try to stop health 
care. Why would they want to spend so 
much money? And does this amount of 
money, $1.4 million a day, how does 
that compare to the profits that they 
reap by, say, excluding people? They 
are excluding their enrollees and are 
not covering medical procedures. 

Mr. CONYERS. Well, there is a rela-
tionship, and that’s what makes it so 
difficult for us to come to a conclusion 
and to do something about this. Not-
withstanding the great intellect of the 
President and his determination to cor-
rect the situation, there are people 
that put profits before health care. I’m 
sorry that that’s the case, but that’s 
what it really comes down to. 

Mr. ELLISON. I just want to say that 
in this last 5 minutes that we’re here 
tonight with this Progressive Hour 
that the goal and the purpose and the 
soul of our efforts to reform health 
care should focus on the word care, 
health care. We should act like we 
care. This is not widgets; this is people. 

At the beginning of this hour, Mr. 
Speaker and Congressman CONYERS, I 
shared stories about people from my 
district. I know you could have done 
the same thing. You get letters. The 
President gets letters. We all get let-
ters. But care should be what drives us. 
I believe that you, Mr. CONYERS, have 
worked so hard and done so much to 
start with a single payer, but because 
of your advocacy, we have gotten to a 
point where a public option is a real 
option, and I thank you for that. 

But public option is not the best 
name. It could be called patient option 
or a we’re-in-this-together option, an 
option that says that we’re going to 
have a public plan that could compete 
with the private plans, that could have 
some real cost drivers; not just drive 
down cost, but can offer best practices 
so that we really put an emphasis on 
health care and wellness, not just on 
processing people, fee-for-service, over-
utilization, which, as you know, has 
been a very serious, serious problem. 

I think as we close up, Mr. Speaker— 
and I want to leave the gentleman from 
Michigan time to make some closing 
remarks, and we’ll give him the final 
word since he’s so eloquent—I just 
want to say that it’s important for us 
to understand that if Americans want 
real health care reform, the time is 
now, I think, Mr. Speaker, to raise 
your voice. I’m not saying what people 
should or shouldn’t do, but I’m saying 
that if you want health care reform, 
this is not the time to be silent. It’s a 
time to raise your voice. And if you 
happen to live in an area where you 
have a Representative who is not for 
reform, I think that this is an espe-
cially important time to have some-
thing to say about that and exercise 
your constitutional right and offer 
your views on that. 

I just want to say that we’ve fought 
hard here, and this piece of legislation 
that we’re fighting for now is every bit 
of a civil rights issue as the 1964 Civil 
Rights Act. The 1964 Civil Rights Act 
was passed just a few years before you 
came to Congress, Mr. CONYERS, so you 
really were in the ambit and in the 
aura of this great triumph of American 
democracy. You were a friend of Mar-
tin Luther King. In fact, Rosa Parks 
worked in your office for many years 
and was a dear friend of yours through-
out her life. 

I think I feel something like what 
you must have felt then, that we are on 
the doorstep of seeing great change in 
the American democracy, but it’s going 
to take the energy and the prayers and 
the voices of everyone to get us over 
the line. When the President comes out 
on the television here at prime time, 
it’s not just because he doesn’t have 
anything else to do. 

It’s serious. It’s important, and it’s 
very essential that everybody click in, 
raise their voice and make sure that if 
you want health care reform, if you 
want an end to being dropped and 
kicked off and denied for a preexisting 
condition, that if you’re tired of dis-
crimination because of gender and be-
cause of age, if you feel that a public 
option should be able to compete with 
a private insurance to drive cost down, 
and if you really believe that in our 
country that a health insurance com-
pany should be able to operate with a 4 
or 5, 6 or 7 percent administrative cost 
as opposed to 17, 18, 19 percent, com-
pletely inefficient, then it’s time to 
step up and do something about it. It’s 
time to step forward. 

If you want to do something about 
health care disparities between people 
of color and other people, it’s time to 
step up and do something about it. 
This is not the time to sit back and fig-
ure, Well, Conyers will probably save 
us. Obama will save us. Somebody will 
do the right thing. No, this is time for 
everybody to step up and demonstrate 
their own leadership. 

With the moments remaining, I just 
want to yield—I think that’s it. The 
gentleman from Michigan has yielded 
to me. Therefore, what I’m going to do 
is thank the Speaker for allowing us to 
come to the floor tonight and talk 
about the Progressive Caucus, arguing 
for a public option, starting out our de-
bate for single-payer health care, but 
being reasonable and being practical 
and saying that we’ve got to have a 
public option, that that is where we 
stop compromising. 

We’ve done our part already. We are 
proud that people like Congressman 
KUCINICH have made it possible for 
States to be able to pursue single- 
payer. We’re practical Progressives. 
We’re not doctrine here. We’re prac-
tical. What we want is good results for 
the people of the United States so we 
can join the 36 other countries in this 
world who have national health insur-
ance. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

f 

b 2230 

HILLARYCARE AND THE NEW 
HEALTH CARE PLAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MINNICK). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2009, the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I want to acknowl-
edge the presence of the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee here tonight 
and Mr. ELLISON both. I appreciate the 
young man from Minnesota coming 
down here and spending an hour down 
here. I expect that out of him since 
he’s got all of that youthful vigor. But 
the chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee could have found something 
else to do, and I think this is a testi-
monial to his commitment and his be-
lief in the policy. 
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And so as much as I was tempted to 

engage in that debate, I was also very 
interested in the exchange from the 
gentleman of Minnesota and the chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee. 

There are other Members off doing 
other things tonight, and perhaps 
doing nothing. But some of us are in-
terested in the future of America. 

And I wanted to point out this chart 
that I am sure will be something that 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
CONYERS) will recognize, or at least 
when I describe it he will recognize it. 

This is the flow chart from Hillary’s 
national health care plan from 1993. 
And it has some differences between 
that and the current plan that we have. 
But I had this chart on the wall in my 
construction office when it was avail-
able in 1993, and it hung there through-
out the decade. And I believe it’s still 
somewhere in my archives unsorted. 
They’re still some things left over from 
that from the time I sold my business 
out to my oldest son. 

But this chart animated me. It ani-
mated me because I’m a private-sector 
person. I’m a person who had to make 
a living competing on low-bid and 
being efficient producing and building 
things, and I provided health insurance 
for my employees and retirement plans 
for my employees. And I was one of the 
early people to do that. I recall back in 
the 1980s, that was an exception in peo-
ple that were within the scope of the 
business that I was in and many other 
businesses. And I was happy to do all I 
could do because I wanted to keep em-
ployees working for me. I wanted to 
give them the best employment we 
could, the best employment package 
we could. 

And when I saw this come out, this 
Hillary’s plan, I began to look through 
all of this chart, all of these new pro-
grams, acronyms that I don’t know 
that the gentleman from Michigan 
could come up with what these mean 
today. I thought I knew them all back 
then. But there were many of them 
new government programs. 

And some of this is similar to the 
proposals that are out there today. The 
stark difference, is this is black and 
white. The new flow chart is in Techni-
color. I imagine a generation from now 
it’s going to be 3–D. But it creates 
whole new different programs and new 
different agencies, and that was enough 
to put the brakes on this program back 
in the early 1990s. 

When the American people got a look 
at all of this government that was pre-
scribed, all of the hoops they were 
going to have to jump through, they 
concluded that they didn’t want to 
make that big change and didn’t want 
to make that big leap. 

So just the idea of this chart, I think, 
if this chart had been pulled out of the 
equation, I think perhaps Hillary’s 
health care plan would have passed. 
But the American people can see—and 
in one snapshot picture—this huge 
growth in government that comes 
about and the loss in freedom. This is 

about freedom. And when I look down 
through this list, I see HMO provider 
plan. Global budget plan. A global 
budget plan for a national health care 
plan? All of these agencies over on this 
side, DOL, PWBA, I don’t even know 
what those mean any more, but grown, 
creating new government. How it’s 
interrelated with State government, a 
national health board. That sounds 
pretty familiar. Executive office of the 
President sitting on the top of that. 

But this chart was something that 
caused the American people to wonder 
how many lines would they stand in, 
how many government agencies would 
they have to deal with. And when you 
look at Americans standing in line, it’s 
pretty—you know we do that occasion-
ally in the cities when things are busy 
in the grocery store or wherever. If you 
are standing in line, you are giving up 
some of your freedom, your time that 
you could be doing something different 
with. And when you stand in line for 
retail, you always have the oppor-
tunity to go for another line. When you 
stand in line for government, there is 
only one line, and you shall wait until 
that line slowly progresses through the 
door. 

We have a new chart here, and this is 
the chart that reflects the new lan-
guage, and this chart is—this is a chart 
that when the American people absorb 
all of the components of this, they will 
also understand that there is freedom 
that will be lost. 

I put this out here because I want to 
make sure that the gentleman from 
Michigan can see this. And I want to 
make this point because this is a dia-
logue situation that we have here on 
the floor. When I looked at this chart, 
I will say that reading the bill over and 
over again doesn’t draw a description 
that you can see in your head the way 
you can if you have the chart to follow. 

This is 31 new government agencies. 
This is 31 new hoops that people have 
to jump through. They won’t have to 
jump through every one to get their 
tonsils out, but they will have to jump 
through some new ones to get their 
tonsils out or a hip replacement, or a 
knee or whatever it might be. 

But in this whole flow chart that re-
flects these many pages of legislation, 
the one that I bring my attention to— 
and the one that causes me concern—is 
this right here, this little segment 
down at the bottom: Traditional health 
insurance plans. These are the 1,200 or 
1,300 plans that the chairman of the Ju-
diciary Committee alluded to. I call 
that a lot of competition; 1,200 to 1,300 
health insurance plans competing 
against each other for the premium 
dollar. They’re out there trying to de-
vise new packages and new ways to 
market and different ways to accom-
modate the needs of the health insur-
ance consumer. Thirteen hundred. In 
fact, my number is over 1,300 of these 
policies. 

Well, under this proposal, this new 
national—the House Democrats’ health 
plan, this new health care plan, any 

health insurance policy that you have 
today would have to go into this circle, 
this purple circle here called the 
‘‘qualified benefits health care plans.’’ 
They would be the private-sector plans. 
So these 1,300 or so plans would have to 
meet the newly written government 
regulations in order to qualify under 
the qualified plans. 

Those regulations will not be speci-
fied out in this bill. They won’t say in 
the bill that you have a certain deduct-
ible or a certain copayment or no co-
payment. There will be some regula-
tions that will be written in there such 
as, perhaps, portability—which I know 
that we need to address—but in any 
case, the qualified health benefit plans, 
that’s the pool that this whole box of 
1,300 would have to go into. They will 
have to meet the new standards, the 
new standards that will be written by 
the Health Choices Administration 
Commissioner, whom we can con-
fidently define as a health choices ad-
ministration czar. It’s just ‘‘commis-
sioners’’ have a better sound to it 
today, because we have 32 czars. We’re 
kind of worn down on czars, but com-
missioner are okay. 

This commissioner will, with what-
ever board that directs him and what-
ever direction he gets from the White 
House, and perhaps with input from the 
House and the Senate, perhaps will 
write new regulations. And he will tell 
these 1,300 and some health insurance 
policies, You will conform to these 
standards in order to be qualified. If 
you are not a qualified health insur-
ance plan, you will not be allowed 
under this law to sell insurance in the 
United States of America. 

So, when the President promises that 
if you like your health insurance plan, 
you get to keep it, I do not believe that 
the President could be able—with any 
kind of confidence—to make that 
promise, because in reality, he doesn’t 
know yet what these qualified health 
benefits plans are. But we do know 
that they aren’t going to qualify every 
plan as it is. They may not qualify any 
plans as they are. But they will be 
pushed into this circle here, and they 
will have to be written in such a way 
that the new plan, this other purple 
circle, the public health plan—that’s 
the public option that the gentlemen 
had been speaking about over this last 
hour. The public option is designed to 
compete against these 1,300-and-some 
private health insurance plans. 

Now, there are a couple of things 
that can happen. If the public option is 
having trouble competing, they can ei-
ther lower the premiums and subsidize 
them with tax dollars, or they can 
raise the regulations on the private 
plans so that the health insurance plan 
today that people have—one of those 
1,300-and-some plans that are there— 
they have to meet the new government 
regulations. You raise the regulations, 
you raise the cost, you raise the pre-
miums. 

These policies will not be the same 
policies if this health insurance plan 
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changes. That’s why the President 
can’t make that promise. He can make 
the promise, but he can’t keep it, and 
the American people know he can’t 
keep it. 

So the difference between this full 
technicolor plan and the HillaryCare 
plan behind us in black and white is 
this: That the HillaryCare plan was a 
single-payer plan. It was a plan that 
was not quite one-size-fits-all, but it 
was one government plan for all. 

This is a transitional plan to 
HillaryCare plan. This is a plan that 
sets up and transfers all private health 
insurance today into government-ap-
proved, qualified health benefit plans. 
The government will write the regula-
tions. They will say what’s mandated. 
They will tell the companies what they 
have to provide for insurance, what 
they have to cover, whether they can 
have deductibles, whether they can 
have copayments, and what kind of 
portability may or may not exist. And 
I think the portability will exist. 

b 2240 

By the time they write the regula-
tions, you won’t be able to tell whether 
you have a private health insurance 
plan or whether you have the public 
option because they will be written 
under the same rules. So it will just be 
the difference of whether someone is 
out there still hanging on. 

I can tell you what happened in Ger-
many. Germany has the longest his-
tory with a public health insurance 
plan of any country in the world. They 
put it in under Otto Von Bismarck, for 
political reasons I might add. And 
today, even though they have a private 
option as we are being promised here, 
90 percent of the health insurance in 
Germany is the public plan. It is the 
plan that they write and they put the 
dollars into it. The 10 percent that are 
out there that have private plans are 
mostly people that are self-employed, 
that are making the kind of an income 
that allows them to go outside the gov-
ernment market to buy some health in-
surance that they think might give 
them a little bit better access to the 
health care, 10 percent private, 90 per-
cent public, 90 percent government. 

Now I don’t know what is in this dia-
logue or in this bill that is going to 
change our way of thinking, that will 
change what happens here in the 
United States. But we know that as 
much as people say about how popular 
the Canadian health care plan may be, 
they keep coming to the United States 
for health care from Canada. And in 
Canada, there is a law that prohibits 
the Canadians from jumping ahead in 
the line. They have lines now that, 
let’s see, the numbers, I will recall 
them, a 360-day waiting period for a 
knee joint, for a new knee joint and 196 
days waiting for a new hip joint. 

In America, well, we can get you in 
tomorrow or next week. What’s your 
pleasure? We will make sure we adjust 
the schedule of the health care pro-
viders so that we do get people in for 

that kind of surgery, whether it is 
heart surgery, knee surgery, hip sur-
gery, whatever it might be. We don’t 
have waiting lines in the United 
States, unless they are waiting at the 
emergency room with people that are 
walking in there. 

I will point out, also, Mr. Speaker, 
that the dialogue that we have heard, 
not just here in the previous hour 
ahead of me, but constantly through-
out this entire health care debate, has 
been the blending, the merging and the 
confusing of the terms ‘‘health care’’ 
and ‘‘health insurance.’’ 

For example, when the gentleman 
said just previously, ‘‘Millions and mil-
lions of people who don’t have health 
care,’’ that was the chairman. Well, we 
don’t have anybody in America that 
doesn’t have health care. Everyone in 
America has access to health care. But 
we don’t have everybody in America 
that is insured. When we blur the 
terms and we say that there are mil-
lions of people that don’t have health 
care, we need to drag that thing back 
to the reality of the truth and make it 
the point that, no, everybody has 
health care. At least if they will access 
it, they have health care. But they 
don’t all have health insurance. 

When you take the full numbers of 
people in the United States and you 
start subtracting from that the num-
bers of people who are just simply not 
exercising an option of picking up 
health insurance, we will hear the 
number that there are 44 million to 47 
million people in America that are un-
insured. 

But when you start subtracting from 
that, first, I’m not interested in insur-
ing the illegals in America. I think 
those people that came into the United 
States illegally should go home. I 
think we have got an obligation to put 
them back in the condition they were 
in prior to them breaking the law. We 
should not reward them for violating 
our immigration laws. So the illegals 
should be subtracted. Also, newly ar-
riving immigrants are supposed to take 
care of themselves. They can’t hardly 
press themselves on the public dole and 
plead with us that the minute they ar-
rive here we should provide them 
health insurance. We provide them 
health care. Nobody gets turned away. 
But they cannot demand health insur-
ance. Then when you subtract from 
that the people that are making over 
$75,000 a year, they could surely find a 
way to take care of some health insur-
ance with some income like that. 

And you shake this number down, 
what are we really after here? We are 
after a number that identifies those 
people who apparently can’t take care 
of themselves, who can’t take care of 
their own health insurance, the chron-
ically uninsured. The chronically unin-
sured in America are a number between 
10.1 million and 12 million, depending 
on whether you believe the two-pro-
fessor study at Penn State University 
or a number that came out from one of 
our nonpartisan organizations here, 
and I hesitate to quote them. 

But 10.1 to 12 million, some place in 
that zone, is the total number of those 
who are chronically uninsured in 
America. Divide that out, say 11 mil-
lion, and divide it by 306 million, 
you’re in the zone of about 4 percent. 
We have the best health care system in 
the world. We do spend a high percent-
age of our gross domestic product on 
health care, and we have got the best 
health care system in the world. I 
won’t argue that we shouldn’t take 
some dollars out of this, because there 
are a lot of dollars in our health care 
system. But we are looking at upset-
ting the best health care system in the 
world to try to address the 4 percent of 
our population that are chronically un-
insured. 

Why would we do that? What is our 
goal? Don’t we know some things from 
all of the experience that we have had 
in dealing with people who have had 
public policies offered to them? If you 
look across the States, what percent-
age of those kids that are eligible are 
signed up for SCHIP? And we look at 
how government abuses SCHIP when in 
Wisconsin 87 percent of those signed up 
for State Children’s Health Insurance 
Program are adults, and in Minnesota, 
the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. 
ELLISON’s, State, 66 percent were 
adults? They were abusing the system. 
They were not using the system. 

If you look at the numbers of people 
who are eligible for Medicaid versus 
those who are actually signed up for 
Medicaid, just slightly over half of 
those that are eligible for Medicaid are 
actually signed up. So why would we 
think that we can fix this problem of 
the 4 percent of the population that is 
chronically uninsured even if we do 
bring a public plan and a public option? 
Why would we think that they would 
sign up? I don’t think they are going to 
sign up in any greater numbers than 
they do for SCHIP or any greater num-
bers than they do for Medicaid. 

One of the reasons is because a cer-
tain percentage of the population is 
just simply not responsible enough to 
step up to that responsibility. And 
there is supposed to be a reward in this 
country for people who do take the ini-
tiative and take care of themselves. 
But I’m concerned about this loss of 
freedom. I’m concerned about this 
transition of the traditional health in-
surance plans crowded into the quali-
fied health benefits plans with new reg-
ulations written that may compel 
them to pay certain benefits that 
would be morally objectionable to 
many of us. 

And then it is written so that they 
would compete with the public benefits 
plan. And seeing also that this is a 
transition to get us to the HillaryCare 
plan which was a complete substitution 
of the private health insurance in 
America and replaced with a govern-
ment-run plan, another major moral 
objection that I have. 

I will say this is actually the moral 
objection, and I will tell this in an an-
ecdotal form. Sometime in the early 
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80s, at least sometime in the 80s, my 
Congressman was Fred Grandy. Many 
people will remember Fred Grandy as 
Gopher on ‘‘Love Boat.’’ He was a very 
smart guy, a Harvard graduate, a pol-
icy wonk. He still has left an impres-
sion upon colleagues I serve with here 
on how smart and how policy-able he is 
and was active in those years. 

It was unusual for a Member of Con-
gress to come to my little town. Fred 
Grandy did do a stop in my little town 
of Odebolt, and we met in the basement 
of the Lutheran church. There was a 
pretty good crowd for a small town. 
There were about 80 people there. I 
went and sat down in the front row. 
Most of the reason is because I can’t 
hear very well in the back row. Of 
those 80 people there, Congressman 
Fred Grandy proposed his model for a 
national health care plan. As he de-
scribed it, I listened to it carefully. 

Then he stopped, and he said, how 
many of you in the room are employ-
ers? I raised my hand. I remember 
looking around the room, and there 
were 12 of us with our hands up, a 
dozen out of 80 or so that were employ-
ers. And then he asked the question, 
how many of you provide health insur-
ance for your employees? I left my 
hand up. But it was the only hand up 
out of the 80 in the room. And then 
Congressman Grandy came directly in 
front of me, and he leaned down and he 
said, and of the way I have described 
this national health plan, how much 
will this change the way you do busi-
ness? And I gave him the answer that 
was in the front of my head, and I 
think I would do that pretty much 
today, as well. I said, well, Congress-
man, it probably won’t change the way 
I do business very much unless you’re 
going to compel me to pay for abor-
tion, in which case I quite likely will 
no longer be an employer. That was my 
answer. It was a blunt answer, and it 
was exactly what I was thinking. And 
the place erupted in applause. I had no 
idea that there was a nerve out there 
to be touched in that fashion. I had no 
idea that I would ever enter into public 
life in any fashion. I had no idea that 
I’d be serving on the Judiciary Com-
mittee at a time like this, no idea I 
would be standing here on the floor of 
Congress relating a story that was 
more than 20 years old where I found 
out it wasn’t just me that considers re-
quiring Americans to pay tax, to take 
their tax dollars to fund the ending of 
innocent human life and calling that 
the expansion of freedom is abhorrent 
to many Americans. 

b 2250 

And that, at the core of this, I don’t 
know how this administration avoids 
the position that they have taken, but 
I don’t know how American people step 
up and get out their checkbook and 
write a check to the IRS if that check 
is going to go into—or write a check 
for health insurance premiums for that 
matter—if that check is going to go 
into Planned Parenthood, the abortion 

clinic, into the snuffing out of innocent 
human life. 

When it gets to the point where it is 
a moral principle, the American peo-
ple, I don’t believe, will tolerate the 
imposition of a policy like that. And 
this policy, some will say, well, we 
don’t have any proof that it’s going to 
be, we’re going to be compelled to pay 
for abortion in this health insurance 
plan. The history of the entire funding 
of abortions since Roe v. Wade has 
been, if there is not a specific exemp-
tion in the bill, if there’s not a specific 
exemption passed by Congress, then 
government will fund abortions. That’s 
how it has been since 1973. 

And so this bill, when it was offered 
in committee to prohibit any of this 
money from going to abortions, that 
amendment was shot down on almost 
exactly a party-line vote. So this Con-
gress has already spoken. If anybody 
thinks that this massive, technicolor 
flowchart, new health care plan, crowd 
your private plan into competing 
against the public plan and eventually 
the public plan swallowing all of the 
private plans, if anybody thinks this 
isn’t designed today by the people in 
power in this Congress to fund abor-
tion, they would be wrong. 

And we had the opportunity of the 
White House Budget Director, when 
asked the question, he would not rule 
it out that they would be funding abor-
tions under this program. So, we all 
have to take them at their word, their 
spoken or unspoken word. But if the 
legislation doesn’t explicitly exclude 
abortion, we know that they are going 
to be seeking to fund abortion. 

Sixty-nine percent of Americans op-
pose taxpayer funding for abortion ac-
cording to a Zogby poll just last year, 
69 percent oppose. And in May of 2009, 
a Gallup poll finds that 51 percent of 
Americans identify themselves as pro- 
life. But if you start dropping off some 
of the exceptions, you go right on up 
the line as high as 75 or more percent. 
And no one can win the argument, if 
you ask them what instant their life 
began if they believe in the sanctity of 
human life, unless they take the posi-
tion that they are pro-life. 

And so I think that this legislation 
that goes after a big chunk of our econ-
omy, at least 17 percent of our econ-
omy, it goes directly after a strong 
moral objection that many of us hold 
against abortion itself, let alone com-
pelling people to fund abortions here in 
the United States or in a foreign land. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I take you 
back to the President’s basic principles 
that he’s argued about as to why he 
says we need to establish this national 
health care plan. His principle is this: 
The economy is a mess. It’s not quite 
any longer in free fall, but we are in an 
economic situation that’s quite dif-
ficult. And he says, President Obama, 
health care is broken. And he also con-
tends that we can’t fix our economy 
unless we first fix health care. Well, 
health care/health insurance, let’s put 
that all together, because now I think 
he’s talking about the package. 

And so here’s the situation. The 
economy is in a shambles. It’s limping 
along. It doesn’t show any signs of re-
covery. It may still be declining. And 
so with a bad economy, and the Presi-
dent says we have to overhaul the 
health care system in America in order 
to recover economically, here’s the 
principle. 

How do you bring something out eco-
nomically if you’re going to propose a 
$1.2 trillion to $2 trillion plan that’s 
going to require increasing taxes by 
$800 billion or $900 billion and leave, by 
all accounts, at least a negative $239.1 
billion deficit created by all of this? 

How do you, if we can’t afford a 
health care plan that we have, how do 
you create one that costs $1 trillion to 
$2 trillion more, increases the deficit 
and increases the taxes, how do you 
create all that and say that’s a fix? It 
looks to me like no, it’s more like an 
addiction on increasing taxes and in-
creasing government. 

Here’s a conclusion that I’ve come to, 
Mr. Speaker. No matter what kind of 
logic this side of the aisle will apply, 
no matter what the metrics are from 
an economic approach, no matter what 
we can point to that shows that this is 
the best health care system in the 
world—and by the way, before I get to 
the conclusion on the no matter whats, 
I want to list the things that I do agree 
on. 

We spend too much money on health 
care in this country, too high a per-
centage of our GDP. We have to do 
something about portability in Amer-
ica, because when people move from 
job to job, they should not have to stay 
in a job because their health insurance 
doesn’t go with them if they leave. We 
agree on those things. 

Something else that’s missing from 
this flowchart, though, is liability re-
form. Medical malpractice insurance is 
too high, and it is a significant part of 
this, but, you know, if you can produce 
all government workers producing all 
the health care, then you can end up 
with sovereign immunity and we can 
maybe get rid of this litigation in the 
end, if that’s where it’s going. I suspect 
it’s not. 

So those are the two things that we 
agree on. Costs too much money, we 
need to make it portable. Aside from 
that, there are many other solutions 
that I would apply. 

One of them would be if health insur-
ance premiums are deductible for any-
one, if they’re deductible for the cor-
poration or the employer, they should 
be deductible for everyone. The same 
kind of commodity should be deduct-
ible for an individual, for the ma and 
pa shop, for the farms. They should be 
deductible for everybody in America in 
the same fashion that they’re deduct-
ible for a company. That would move a 
lot of people out of their existing pro-
grams and let them market or shop and 
own their own policy. So I’m for full 
deductibility. 

I’m for expanding health savings ac-
counts. I’m for limiting the liability 
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under medical malpractice, adopting 
the language that we passed out of the 
Judiciary Committee and off the floor 
of this House about 3 or 4 years ago 
that caps the noneconomic damages at 
$250,000. I’m for doing those things. 

I don’t know anybody that’s for doing 
nothing. We want to do all we can to 
fix this program, but we want to keep 
the competition in place and we want 
people to keep their freedom. But it 
does not follow logically, Mr. Speaker, 
for the President to claim that we are 
in an economic difficulty of propor-
tions not seen since the Great Depres-
sion and that we can’t fix the economy 
without first fixing health care/health 
insurance, and that the fix for health 
care and health insurance is a $1 tril-
lion to $2 trillion government spending 
program with an $800 billion and $900 
billion tax increase, with a $239.1 bil-
lion deficit. 

How does going further in debt, 
spending more money, solve a problem 
for a health insurance program that al-
ready spends too much money? If you 
put more money into the system, 
where are they taking it out? I don’t 
see where they’re taking it out except 
squeezing down Medicare. That’s one of 
the components that are there, and I’ve 
seen numbers as high as $500 billion 
that might be, not in here on this flow-
chart, but in the finer print of the bill. 

If they squeeze down Medicare, Medi-
care that, in my district and on aver-
age is paying only 80 percent of the 
cost of delivering the service, and in 
Iowa, out of the 50 States, we have the 
lowest Medicare reimbursement State 
in the entire country. We have the low-
est reimbursement rate. We are in the 
top five in quality year after year. 
There are a number of different cat-
egories. Sometimes we’re number one 
in some of the categories. But out of 
all 50 States, when you look at the ag-
gregate of the quality of the health 
care, Iowa ranks in the top five con-
sistently year after year after year, 
and we are last in reimbursement rate 
in the country year after year after 
year. 

And so this idea of squeezing $500 bil-
lion out of the Medicare reimburse-
ment rates because they think some-
body’s making too much money, what 
happens is it pushes those costs over 
onto the private payers, called cost 
shifting. You shift the cost. At some 
point, this bubble has to burst. I think 
that this bill squeezes it to the point 
where the bubble bursts. 

And so I would make this point, too, 
that we should get our verbiage right. 
We should call health care health care. 
That’s the providers. That’s the serv-
ice. That’s when we are taking care of 
patients. We should call health insur-
ance health insurance. That’s when a 
premium gets paid to an insurance 
company and the insurance company 
pays the liability that comes when 
there’s a claim, when there’s health 
care provided. 

b 2300 
That’s the difference. I’ve watched 

this verbiage get confused over the im-
migration debate over the last few 
years, too. I made the point then—and 
in fact it was to the White House at the 
time—that they couldn’t get past the 
idea that they were proposing amnesty. 
They tried to redefine amnesty, and 
the American people didn’t buy it. We 
can’t redefine this language around 
health care. The American people are 
not going to buy it. They know the dif-
ference between health insurance and 
health care. And they like to know 
where it is because they know their 
very lives are at stake, and they don’t 
want to stand in line. 

I have a chart here that describes the 
quality of American health care. This 
is the survival rate of cancer patients 
compared to different regions. Here’s 
prostate cancer, here’s breast cancer. 
There’s two good indicators that are 
there. If you look at the United States, 
our survival rates are at the top in 
both prostate and breast cancer. And 
then when you see the—shall I call it 
burgundy here—that’s Canadian. Cana-
dian survival rates are higher, substan-
tially higher, especially for prostate, 
than they are for Europe or for Eng-
land. Europe and England are down, 
Canada’s up, the U.S. is better than Ca-
nadian. It’s also the case when you 
look at breast cancer, only it’s not so 
stark, the difference between Europe 
and England and the United States. 

I look at this and I think, how did 
Canada be so close to the United States 
with survival rates of cancer? We have 
the best survival rates here, by the 
way. How can Canada be so close? 
Could some of it be that because Can-
ada is so close, Mr. Speaker? Could it 
be that Canadians come from Canada 
down into Detroit to get their cancer 
treatment? Could it be that they’re 
coming down to the Mayo Clinic in 
Minnesota to get their cancer treat-
ment, and could that be one of the rea-
sons why their survival rates are better 
in Canada as compared to the other 
countries that have a socialized medi-
cine program? 

But make no mistake, Mr. Speaker, 
this is socialized medicine. It’s the gov-
ernment writing the rules. It’s taking 
away your freedom. You can’t own 
your health insurance policy the way 
you own it today. The government will 
interfere and intervene and will write 
new rules. And when the President says 
that you get to keep your plan if you 
like it, I guess maybe if you’re working 
for a company, you may get to keep 
your plan if you don’t like it. But when 
Wal-Mart makes a decision, as they did 
a couple of weeks ago, that they would 
endorse an employer mandate health 
insurance plan, that should tell us 
something. 

Why would Wal-Mart do that? They 
insure about 52 percent of their people. 
Their competition insures about 46 per-
cent of theirs. So there’s a little push 
there competitively. But surely they 
have to think that the health insur-

ance for their employees is going to be 
cheaper if it’s under a public plan. 

So when the President says if you 
like your health insurance plan, you 
get to keep it, what does he say if Wal- 
Mart, for example, should decide that 
they’re going to drop all of their pri-
vate insurance carriers and policies 
and go over onto the public plan? 
Doesn’t Wal-Mart or any employer 
have the option to shift if we offer? If 
we offer people a public plan over here 
in this chart, is it the President’s posi-
tion, that a company can’t switch? Is 
he saying to a company that’s pro-
viding health insurance to their em-
ployees, if your employees like these 
plans, you have to keep it? Is he saying 
that to the descendants of Sam Wal-
ton? 

I don’t think so. I think companies 
will make that decision. It will be an 
economic decision. It may well be a 
moral decision for a lot of our respon-
sible employers as well. But the Presi-
dent cannot guarantee that you get to 
keep your health insurance plan. That 
decision will be made by the employer 
if he provides it. And if you’re an indi-
vidual that owns your own plan, that 
plan will still have to qualify to be sold 
in the United States of America. It will 
not be legal to sell health insurance in 
America unless you comply under this 
circle with the qualified health bene-
fits plans, the rules of which will be 
written by the health insurance czar. 

Thirty-one different agencies there. 
There’s a lot of freedom that’s lost, a 
lot of lines will be created, a lot of 
freedom will be lost, some lives will be 
lost, and we know that people die in 
line. 

Mr. Speaker, I have a couple of sub-
jects that I wanted to address when I 
came here tonight, and I wanted to just 
take this little moment while the 
Chair of the Judiciary Committee was 
here and ask, as we’ve had many of 
these discussions and dialogues, if he 
would be open to a little colloquy. I 
would make the point to the gentleman 
from Michigan that today the Govern-
ment Reform Committee released a re-
port on ACORN. I have read the execu-
tive report on ACORN. From my per-
spective if the 82 pages of report that’s 
released support the statements made 
in that executive summary, it is earth- 
shaking for me to read all the implica-
tions of that. 

I know that you’ve had some real in-
terest in looking into ACORN to exam-
ine the propriety of the operations that 
they have, with the very breadth of all 
the corporations that are affiliated, 
and I would just inquire if the gen-
tleman has had an opportunity to read 
the executive summary of the Govern-
ment Reform report at this point. 

Mr. CONYERS. If the gentleman will 
yield, I haven’t read it yet. But I will 
be reviewing it tomorrow and I will be 
prepared to discuss this with him next 
week. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, I thank the gentleman for that 
commitment. I look forward to having 
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that dialogue. This is something that 
you know I’ve been very concerned 
about for many months. I know that 
the chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee has taken a real interest in 
this. This is real evidence, as I under-
stand it, real definitive evidence that’s 
now in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in a 
composite form. 

Hopefully the chairman and his com-
mittee staff could take a real thorough 
look at this and either produce a re-
sponse to the evidence that’s there, or 
I would be very interested in opening 
up hearings so we could examine 
ACORN. 

Would the chairman have any incli-
nation on what he might do at this 
point? 

Mr. CONYERS. Not until I’ve exam-
ined the document the gentleman has 
referred to. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, I thank the chairman for his in-
dulgence in this. Again I appreciate it. 
It’s late at night here, and JOHN CON-
YERS is here engaging in this health 
care debate and paying attention to 
the things that matter. I did intend to 
bring up the ACORN issue at this 
point, so it wasn’t an injection into the 
dialogue. 

If the gentleman had further points, I 
would be happy to yield. 

Mr. CONYERS. Well, I haven’t seen 
the report that you’ve reviewed. But I 
will be happy to look at it next week. 
We’re in dialogue. We see each other 
every day that we’re in session. I will 
be delighted to discuss it with you. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, I thank the chairman again for 
his indulgent attention to the matter. 
I will at this point, then, move on to 
that subject matter. And unless the 
gentleman from Texas came to speak 
on health care and health insurance, I 
would be happy to yield. 

Mr. GOHMERT. I appreciate my 
friend from Iowa yielding and that is 
something I did want to mention, as I 
am still so deeply disturbed by the fact 
that this Congress would be censored, 
where we did not have the freedom to 
debate, when that ability is what gave 
us this country, is what started this 
country. If you go to the Speaker’s 
Web site, you will find all kinds of ref-
erences that are clearly political and 
clearly demeaning to Republicans. Yet 
I don’t know of any Republican that 
has said that she needs to personally 
pay for her Web site since it’s political. 

Yet here we find out today that we’re 
not allowed to use the term ‘‘govern-
ment-run health care’’ because that is 
considered political and demeaning to 
the Democrats’ plan and, therefore, if 
we’re going to put that in any cor-
respondence, then we have to person-
ally pay for it. We can’t do like the 
Democrats have done, when they send 
out all this mail trashing Republicans, 
some of it valid, a few years ago, that 
we were overspending. 

And so I thought perhaps the silver 
lining would be when they got the ma-
jority they’d do what they said and cut 

spending, but it’s gone the other direc-
tion. Nonetheless, in the chart, as I’m 
sure my friend from Iowa has pointed 
out, that has these 31 different new cre-
ated entities, we’re not allowed to put 
that, we’re told, on our Web site. Oth-
erwise, we’ll have to pay for the Web 
site. We’re not allowed to send that out 
in any literature because the fact of 
the business is, that might educate 
people on just what it is that’s going 
on here. But we were told we have to 
use the term ‘‘public option’’ rather 
than ‘‘government-run health care.’’ 

b 2310 

JOHN CARTER was told today that if 
he was going to use the term ‘‘govern-
ment-run health care,’’ he would have 
to pay for his mail-out. He couldn’t use 
franking to do so. That he would have 
to use the term ‘‘public option.’’ 

It is so outrageous that in this body 
we’re being censored by people who 
have made a living out of being polit-
ical. It is just outrageous. And I’ve got 
too many friends on the other side of 
the aisle that I can’t believe would con-
done that kind of conduct. Because 
they should have the freedom to criti-
cize any Republican plan. We should 
have the freedom to criticize any Re-
publican plan. And we both should have 
the freedom to criticize the Demo-
cratic plan. That’s supposed to be con-
stitutional. Yet, we’re told we can’t 
use political, demeaning terms to their 
health care plan. 

I’m telling you, it is socialized medi-
cine on its way. It is nationalized 
health care. It is the government’s ef-
fort to take over your body. 

I’ve got three daughters, my friend 
knows. While somebody is under my 
roof and I’m paying their health care 
bills, then I feel like I’ve got the right 
to tell them you need to eat better, 
you need to do this, you shouldn’t do 
that, because I’m paying for their 
health care bill. And if they’re going to 
run it up doing something, then I have 
a right to have some injection and con-
trol over that. That’s what this is 
about. 

I’ve said it months ago, that what 
we’re running into in this body is the 
GRE, the Government Running Every-
thing. And that’s what is taking over 
health care. 

Once the government has this gov-
ernment-run program, let’s face it, you 
cannot in the private sector compete 
with a government, especially a Fed-
eral Government program. Because it 
can run in the red and it can count on 
being funded by the government. You 
can’t compete with that if you’re in 
private business because you can’t run 
in the red. You’ve got to run in the 
black or you go bankrupt. Well, it used 
to be you went bankrupt, unless the 
government wants to run in and bail 
you out because you’re good buddies 
with people in the government. 

Nonetheless, I talked today, this 
morning, with a lady from Tyler. And I 
love her delightful British accent, be-
cause she’s originally from England. 

And she had called wanting to speak 
with me, really needing to speak with 
me about health care. 

She told me that her mother died of 
cancer and she herself was later found 
to have breast cancer, and that if she 
had been under the system her mother 
was, she would have died. But she’s 
alive because she’s in the United States 
and is a citizen here. Her mother is 
dead because her mother was in Eng-
land and she didn’t get the kind of care 
she would have here in the America 
that Sue got. I don’t want people dying 
like that unnecessarily. And the gov-
ernment has to put you on lists. 

I will yield to my friend from Iowa. 
Have you quoted the President on that 
town hall? I see my friend shaking his 
head. 

This was Pam Stern was on the town 
hall meeting with the President and 
talked about her mother, that she’s 
now 105, but over 5 years ago her doctor 
said that he couldn’t do any more to 
help her unless she had a pacemaker. 
But she’s nearly 100 years old. 

And the daughter felt like—her doc-
tor—that she ought to get a pace-
maker. Everybody was in favor of it, 
except her arrhythmia specialist, who 
had never met her. So her s doctor 
said, He needs to meet you, because 
that’s going to be worth a thousand 
words. 

So he makes an appointment with 
the arrhythmia a specialist. He meets 
with Pam Stern’s mother and he real-
izes—and, according to Pam—that be-
cause he saw her and her joy of life, 
then he said he was indeed going to go 
forward with the pacemaker because 
this woman had a real zeal for life and 
was enjoying life and doing well. 

And so Ms. Stern went on and said to 
the President—was asking about his 
plan and was wondering what treat-
ment someone elderly could have, and 
asked this, basically: Outside the med-
ical criteria for prolonging life for 
someone who is elderly, is there any 
consideration that can be given for a 
certain spirit, a certain joy of living, 
quality of life, or is it just a medical 
cutoff at a certain age? 

And I went online early this morning 
and watched this YouTube and typed it 
up myself and went back and forth to 
make sure I got everything right. I left 
out two or three uhs. 

Anyway, he says, ‘‘We’re sug-
gesting—and we’re not going to solve 
every difficult problem in terms of end 
of life care. A lot that is going to have 
to be—we as a culture and as a society 
starting to make better decisions with-
in our own families and—and—for our-
selves.’’ 

I’ve have got to pause here. The 
woman is 105. She got a pacemaker 5 
years ago, and her quality of life is ex-
cellent. How does she need to make 
better decisions within her family? Her 
family is supposed to tell her you can’t 
have a pacemaker because it’s time for 
you to just roll over and die? 

But the President goes on. He says, 
‘‘But what we can do is make sure that 
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at least some of the waste that exists 
in the system that’s not making any-
body’s mom better, that is loading up 
on additional tests or additional drugs 
that the evidence shows is not nec-
essarily going to improve care, that at 
least we can let doctors know and your 
mom know that, You know what, 
maybe this isn’t going to help. Maybe 
you’re better off not having the sur-
gery but taking a—a painkiller.’’ 

The woman got a pacemaker and has 
had a wonderful quality of life, a zeal 
and a joy for life and, according to this 
President, maybe what we just should 
have told her is, You don’t need a pace-
maker. You need a painkiller. 

It is just unconscionable. We value 
life more than that in this country. 
And what grieves me most—and I heard 
on the news; I don’t know if it’s true— 
that AARP is now endorsing this. If 
they are, then at some point, bless 
their hearts, they’re going to owe their 
members an apology. Because if we go 
to this proposed plan that supposedly 
on the news they said today they were 
endorsing the President’s plan, then 
the people who will be hurt dramati-
cally will be the seniors. They will go 
on lists like Sue’s mother did in Eng-
land and they will die because that’s 
what will happen. 

That’s how you keep a socialized 
medicine plan from going broke. You 
put people on long lists, they stay 
there, and then they die. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Briefly reclaiming 
my time, I hope to come back to the 
gentleman from Texas. I would add to 
this that in this bill there’s also lan-
guage in there that sets up government 
counselors to go and see the family and 
talk to the children of people who are 
aging and presumably to counsel them 
on hospice care and end of life deci-
sions in order to avoid the cost of tak-
ing care of people when they get older. 

This is going to be an economic equa-
tion that’s going to be counseled by 
people who will go to college to learn 
how to do that and they’ll get a check 
from the Federal Government to go 
and visit the children of our senior citi-
zens, and perhaps our senior citizens, 
and counsel them in why a pacemaker 
is not a good option; why pain pills are 
a good option instead. 

This changes our values. When I 
think about the President answering 
that question with recommending a 
prescription for pain pills, even after 
the fact, what kind of arrogance does it 
take for an individual who, let me just 
say, has no medical training, has not 
examined the patient. Just simply 
tosses out a prescription because he is 
President of the United States. That is 
a very high degree of self-confidence 
and that is very much an understate-
ment on my part. 

I’d illustrate also what happens with 
the health insurance. When you see the 
private health insurance plans get 
crowded into the public health benefits 
plan and they have to compete against 
the public, they will have set up under 
this bill a very similar scenario to 

what we had when the Federal Govern-
ment decided to get into the flood in-
surance business. 
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Now, you can look across the country 
and try to buy a private flood insur-
ance plan, and all you can find out on 
the market is a Federal flood insurance 
plan because the Federal plan crowded 
out the private plans and crowded it 
out because they didn’t charge pre-
miums that reflected the risk. And the 
result is, the Federal flood insurance 
plan is $18 billion in the red. They’ve 
starved out all the competition. The 
government has a monopoly on flood 
insurance. They set the premiums, and 
the taxpayers in America are sub-
sidizing the flood insurance for other 
Americans to the tune of $18 billion. 
That’s the deficit. 

When government gets in this busi-
ness, we lose those automatic checks 
and balances that come with competi-
tion, and we lose the human nature of 
dealing with people individually. I 
don’t want to be in these end-of-life de-
cisions. I don’t want to write the rules 
for that, and I wouldn’t think that a 
President would want to make such a 
prescription of take the pain pills. It’s 
what you have. Old age is terminal, so 
take a pain pill until it’s over. That’s 
what I hear was prescribed to this lady. 

I yield to my friend from Texas. 
Mr. GOHMERT. My friend from 

Iowa’s words are exactly right. Like 
my friend from Iowa said, this is after 
the fact, after we know it’s helped, he 
still says that at least we can let the 
doctors know and your mom know 
that, you know what, maybe this isn’t 
going to help. Maybe you’re better off 
not having the surgery but taking a 
painkiller. 

But let me also point out, the Presi-
dent is a very smart individual, well 
educated, extremely articulate, obvi-
ously very good and persuasive, but he 
won’t be the one making the decisions. 
It will be some bureaucrat who is not 
as smart as the President. That’s 
where this is going. 

I have shared on this floor before 
about a gentleman from Canada I’ve 
talked to whose father died in the last 
year or so, whose father was on a list 
to get a bypass surgery for 2 years, and 
some bureaucrat kept moving people in 
front of his father. I said I thought it 
was a crime to move up the list in Can-
ada. He said it is illegal to pay some-
body to move you up, but it’s not a 
crime. In fact, it’s required that the 
government has bureaucrats in little 
cubicles somewhere that are not nearly 
as smart as President Obama who read 
these things, look at this stuff and say, 
you know what, let’s move this guy in 
front of his father and this guy. They 
kept moving people in front of him for 
2 years, and he died because the bu-
reaucrat was wrong. His father really 
did need the surgery. 

So it’s scary enough that the Presi-
dent would say about a woman who had 
successful pacemaker surgery 5 years 

ago that, you know what, maybe we 
just should have said to her, You’re 
better off without the surgery. Take a 
painkiller. Well, imagine somebody 
who is not even as smart as he is mak-
ing those decisions for you. So this is 
really dangerous stuff before us. 

And if I might add one more thing, 
you know, some people say that this 
debate over health care is all about 
politics. I just want to say, if this de-
bate over health care were really just 
about politics, the smartest thing that 
my friend from Iowa and I could do is 
sit back, say nothing and let this bill 
pass, not point out all the dangerous 
stuff in this thing, the life-ending stuff 
in this, the freedom-ending stuff in it, 
just sit back and not say anything, be-
cause what would happen is the bill 
would pass if we didn’t stand up 
against it and didn’t let the people in 
America know how bad it is so they 
didn’t inform their Congressman. Just 
sit back and let America find out how 
many freedoms are taken away, how 
many loved ones they lose because 
they’re in this system. The American 
public, I believe, would be so irate, 
they would turn out the Democratic 
majority for at least two or three more 
generations, they would be so irate. 
That’s the political side of it. 

But the factual side is, this is so bad, 
and we care so deeply because we know 
where this goes. I saw socialized medi-
cine in the Soviet Union as an ex-
change student there in ’73. I don’t 
want this. I know how it goes. I would 
rather stay in the minority and be free 
of this kind of government interven-
tion that ends lives and takes money 
for abortions and takes money to have 
people take a painkiller and die instead 
of having the pacemaker they need. I 
would rather do that and stay in the 
minority than have people endure this 
kind of plan. That’s politics. And if we 
were smart politically, we wouldn’t 
point out all the problems. We would 
just go home and let America find out 
and then put us in the majority party. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, I completely agree with the judge 
in that statement. This is a horrible 
policy for America. I would put it out 
this way: This is the HillaryCare plan. 
This is 1993 HillaryCare, the flowchart 
that I think sunk HillaryCare. The 
chart that scared the American people 
and mobilized them to ring the phones 
off the hook then, to run ads and raise 
their resistance because they did not 
want to have a government-run plan 
that took away their freedom. That’s 
HillaryCare. This is ObamaCare. If you 
hated HillaryCare, you can’t like 
ObamaCare. 

This flowchart, the black-and-white 
HillaryCare flow chart, was dev-
astating to a national health care 
agenda. Can I say, a government-run 
health care program? Can I say that 
about the old one, I wonder? I wonder if 
this one was mailed off by frank mail. 
I wonder if the people in charge then in 
1993 had ruled that there wasn’t free-
dom of speech on the part of Members 
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of Congress. I will bet that this chart 
went into all kinds of envelopes and 
got spread all the way across America, 
and people opened it up and put it on 
their kitchen counter and stuck it up 
with magnets on the refrigerator and 
thought, What are they doing there in 
Washington, D.C.? We didn’t send them 
there to grow a Big Government pro-
gram. They rejected it. That was the 
end of the momentum of the Clinton 
Presidency then when HillaryCare 
went down. 

Now we have ObamaCare, and the 
censoring of this—first of all, I want to 
make this point that I don’t really 
need to show this chart and send it to 
my constituents. They already know 
what we’re going into. They know that 
my vote on this and my effort on this 
thing are pretty well settled. I have 
said for years that I’m going to oppose 
any national health care plan. 

No amount of logic is going to 
change the minds of the people over on 
this side of the aisle. They have come 
to a political conclusion, a conclusion 
that they’re going to band together 
and they’re going to pass something 
that President Obama will sign. He’ll 
sign most anything as long as it says 
that it’s got the public health plan in 
it. If it has the public health plan in it, 
it will starve out the private and we 
will have what almost all of them have 
said from the beginning. 

They want a single-payer plan, a gov-
ernment plan. They don’t believe in 
private health insurance. They don’t 
believe in the best health care system 
of the world. They do believe in cen-
soring, but the American people cannot 
be censored. We have Internet. We have 
Twitter. This kind of a chart can be 
forwarded all over this country, and by 
tomorrow morning it could be on every 
computer if the American people just 
decided they wanted to make sure that 
you could see it. You can’t understand 
this health care program if you read 
the print, but if you look at this chart 
on your screen, you will pick up the 
phone, and the American people will be 
scared enough, I think, to jam the 
phone lines again in field offices. 

I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. GOHMERT. I realize the gentle-

man’s time is going to expire at 11:30, 
but I just wanted to finish. This is 
about freedom of life, pursuit of happi-
ness. This is about freedom and life, 
and Mark Levin’s book Liberty and 
Tyranny, he has got so many tremen-
dous quotes, but I just wanted to make 
this final comment. 

President Reagan—this quote’s in the 
book—said ‘‘Freedom is never more 
than one generation away from extinc-
tion. We didn’t pass it to our children 
in the bloodstream. It must be fought 
for, protected, and handed on for them 
to do the same, or one day we will 
spend our sunset years telling our chil-
dren and our children’s children what 
it was once like in the United States 
where men were free.’’ That’s why 
we’re here fighting. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. When men were 
free. Reclaiming my time, and con-
cluding. I want to conclude. However 
appropriate it was, the statement made 
by the gentleman from Texas, that 
when the President says if you like 
your health insurance plan, you can 
keep it, here is what the bill actually 
says. 

Section 102, ‘‘By the end of the 5-year 
period, a group health plan must meet 
the minimum benefits required under 
section 121.’’ That set qualified plan I 
talked about, no plan is going to be the 
same in 5 years as it is today. If you 
like your health insurance plan that 
you have, as John Shadegg said, get 
ready to lose it or rise up and defend 
your freedom. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SALAZAR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MALONEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SPRATT, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. BURTON of Indiana) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:) 

Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, July 
30. 

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, July 30. 
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California 

for 5 minutes, today. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Friday, July 24, 2009, at 9 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows: 

2778. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation Supplement; Contract 
Reporting (DFARS Case 2007-D006) (RIN: 
0750-AF77) received July 13, 2009, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

2779. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Beverages: 
Bottled Water [Docket No.: FDA-2008-N-0446] 
received July 13, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 

801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

2780. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting a re-
port on agencies’ use of the Physicians’ Com-
parability Allowance Program for fiscal year 
2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 5948(j)(1); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

2781. A letter from the Acting Chief Acqui-
sition Officer, Office of the Chief Acquisition 
Officer, GSA, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Fed-
eral Acquisition Regulation; Federal Acqui-
sition Circular 2005-35; Introduction [Docket 
FAR 2009-0001, Sequence 6] received July 13, 
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

2782. A letter from the Acting Associate 
General Counsel for General Law, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting a 
report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

2783. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, transmitting a report pursuant to the 
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

2784. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting the 
Department’s annual report for Fiscal Year 
2008 prepared in accordance with Section 203 
of the Notification and Federal Employee 
Antidiscrimination and Retaliation Act of 
2002 (No FEAR Act), Public Law 107-174; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

2785. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Human Resources, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, transmitting a report pursuant 
to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

2786. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Human Resources, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, transmitting a report pursuant 
to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

2787. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Human Resources, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, transmitting a report pursuant 
to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

2788. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Human Resources, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, transmitting a report pursuant 
to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

2789. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Human Resources, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, transmitting a report pursuant 
to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

2790. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Human Resources, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, transmitting a report pursuant 
to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

2791. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Human Resources, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, transmitting a report pursuant 
to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

2792. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Human Resources, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, transmitting a report pursuant 
to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 
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2793. A letter from the General Counsel & 

Senior Policy Advisor, Executive Office of 
the President, Office of Management and 
Budget, transmitting a report pursuant to 
the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

2794. A letter from the Senior Vice Presi-
dent and Chief Accounting Officer, Federal 
Home Loan Bank of Dallas, transmitting the 
2008 management report of the Federal Home 
Loan Bank of Dallas, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
9106; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

2795. A letter from the General Counsel, 
FHFA, Federal Housing Finance Board, 
transmitting the Board’s final rule — Pri-
vacy Act Implementation (RIN: 2590-AA07) 
received July 13, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

2796. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting the Of-
fice’s Annual Privacy Activity Report to 
Congress for 2008; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

2797. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
transmitting a report pursuant to the Fed-
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

2798. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
transmitting the Corporation’s final rule — 
Disclosure and Amendment of Records Per-
taining to Individuals Under the Privacy Act 
— received July 16, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

2799. A letter from the Chairman, Postal 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s annual report for fiscal year 
2008 on the Federal Employee Antidiscrimi-
nation and Retaliation Act of 2002, pursuant 
to Public Law 107-174; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

2800. A letter from the Secretary, Smithso-
nian Institution, transmitting a copy of the 
Institution’s audited financial statement for 
fiscal year 2008, pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 57; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

2801. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
NIST, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Recovery 
Act Measurement Science and Engineering 
Research Grants Program [Docket Number: 
090306283-9284-01] received July 1, 2009, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Science and Technology. 

2802. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
NIST, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Recovery 
Act Measurement Science and Engineering 
Research Fellowship Program [Docket Num-
ber: 090306281-9287-01] received July 1, 2009, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology. 

2803. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
NIST, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Profes-
sional Research Experience Program 
(PREP); Availability of Funds [Docket Num-
ber: 090401620-9621-01] received July 1, 2009, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology. 

2804. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tion Policy & Management, Department of 
Veterans Affairs, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Foreign Medical Pro-
gram of the Department of Veterans Affairs 
— Hospital Care and Medical Services in 
Foreign Countries (RIN: 2900-AN07) received 
July 1, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. SKELTON: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. House Resolution 602. Resolution re-
questing that the President and directing 
that the Secretary of Defense transmit to 
the House of Representatives all information 
in their possession relating to specific com-
munications regarding detainees and foreign 
persons suspected of terrorism; with an 
amendment (Rept. 111–221). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida: Committee on 
Rules. House Resolution 683. Resolution pro-
viding for consideration of the bill (H.R. 3293) 
making appropriations for the Departments 
of Labor, Health and Human Services, and 
Education, and related agencies for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2010, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 111–222). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. FILNER: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 3219. A bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to make certain im-
provements in the laws administered by the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs relating to in-
surance and health care, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. 111–223). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union. 

Mr. FILNER: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 3155. A bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to provide certain care-
givers of veterans with training, support, 
and medical care, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 111–224). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. FILNER: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 2770. A bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to modify and update 
provisions of law relating to nonprofit re-
search and education corporations, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
111–225). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. FILNER: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 1293. A bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to provide for an in-
crease in the amount payable by the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to veterans for im-
provements and structural alterations fur-
nished as part of home health services (Rept. 
111–226). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
(for himself, Ms. WOOLSEY, and Mr. 
HARE): 

H.R. 3303. A bill to amend the Port-to-Por-
tal Act of 1947 to suspend the statute of limi-
tations for certain rights of action under the 
Fair Labor Standards Act during investiga-
tions by the Secretary of Labor; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. YARMUTH (for himself, Mr. 
ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. DAVIS of 
Kentucky, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, and Mr. CHANDLER): 

H.R. 3304. A bill to designate the current 
and future Department of Veterans Affairs 

Medical Center in Louisville, Kentucky, as 
the ‘‘Robley Rex Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center’’; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself, Mr. 
LUCAS, Mr. BOREN, Mr. COLE, and Ms. 
FALLIN): 

H.R. 3305. A bill to designate the Federal 
building and United States courthouse lo-
cated at 224 South Boulder Avenue in Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, as the ‘‘H. Dale Cook Federal 
Building and United States Courthouse‘‘; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. TANNER (for himself and Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas): 

H.R. 3306. A bill to amend the Social Secu-
rity Act to enhance Social Security account 
number privacy protections, to prevent 
fraudulent misuse of the Social Security ac-
count number, and to otherwise enhance pro-
tection against identity theft, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MICA (for himself, Mr. JONES, 
Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. BROWN of South 
Carolina, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. 
STEARNS, Mr. WESTMORELAND, and 
Mr. MILLER of Florida): 

H.R. 3307. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Commerce to conduct a study of the popu-
lation of the South Atlantic red snapper fish-
ery, and to limit the authority of the Sec-
retary to promulgate any interim rule that 
prohibits fishing in the South Atlantic red 
snapper fishery; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. SHULER (for himself, Mr. 
ALTMIRE, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. BARROW, 
Ms. BEAN, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
BOUCHER, Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Mr. 
GORDON of Tennessee, Mr. HILL, Mr. 
KAGEN, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. MELANCON, 
Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. SPACE, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. 
TAYLOR, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. 
CHILDERS, Mr. BOYD, Mr. NYE, Mr. 
KISSELL, Mr. KRATOVIL, Mr. GRIF-
FITH, Mr. BRIGHT, Mr. MINNICK, Mr. 
DONNELLY of Indiana, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
ELLSWORTH, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. CAR-
NEY, Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina, 
Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. BRADY of Texas, 
Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. BUYER, 
Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. COBLE, Mr. 
CONAWAY, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. DUN-
CAN, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mr. LINDER, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. 
GARY G. MILLER of California, Mrs. 
MYRICK, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. YOUNG of 
Alaska, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. 
ROE of Tennessee, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, 
Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. BILBRAY, 
Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, 
Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. 
MANZULLO, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mr. MORAN of Kansas, and 
Mr. DEAL of Georgia): 

H.R. 3308. A bill to provide immigration re-
form by securing America’s borders, clari-
fying and enforcing existing laws, and ena-
bling a practical employer verification pro-
gram; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity, and in addition to the Committees on 
the Judiciary, Ways and Means, Education 
and Labor, Oversight and Government Re-
form, Armed Services, Agriculture, and Nat-
ural Resources, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 
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By Mr. OLSON: 

H.R. 3309. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to postpone the in-
crease in the minimum wage for 1 year; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. BACHUS (for himself, Mr. 
BOEHNER, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. PENCE, 
Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, Mr. ISSA, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr. 
HENSARLING, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, 
Mrs. BIGGERT, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. POSEY, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
MARCHANT, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. LEE of 
New York, Mr. LUCAS, Mr. ROSKAM, 
Mrs. BACHMANN, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. 
BARRETT of South Carolina, Mr. 
SCALISE, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. GER-
LACH, and Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin): 

H.R. 3310. A bill to reform the financial 
regulatory system of the United States, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Education and Labor, Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, the Judiciary, Ag-
riculture, Oversight and Government Re-
form, the Budget, Rules, and Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER: 
H.R. 3311. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

the Treasury to establish a pilot program to 
study alternatives to the current system of 
taxing motor vehicle fuels, including sys-
tems based on the number of miles traveled 
by each vehicle; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on Transportation and Infrastructure, 
Energy and Commerce, and Science and 
Technology, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself, Ms. 
DELAURO, Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, Mr. 
PERRIELLO, Mr. SMITH of Washington, 
Mr. FARR, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, Mr. OBEY, Mr. MEEK of Florida, 
Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Mr. DOYLE, 
and Mr. LANGEVIN): 

H.R. 3312. A bill to provide for programs 
that reduce the number of unplanned preg-
nancies, reduce the need for abortion, help 
women bear healthy children, and support 
new parents; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Education and Labor, Ways and 
Means, the Judiciary, and Agriculture, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SCHAUER (for himself, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. PETERS, Ms. 
KILPATRICK of Michigan, Mr. KILDEE, 
and Mr. CONYERS): 

H.R. 3313. A bill to modify and waive cer-
tain requirements under title 23, United 
States Code, to assist States with a high un-
employment rate in carrying out Federal-aid 
highway construction projects, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. SCHAUER (for himself, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. PETERS, Ms. 
KILPATRICK of Michigan, Mr. KILDEE, 
and Mr. CONYERS): 

H.R. 3314. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, to assist States with a high un-
employment rate under the equity bonus 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

By Mr. CARSON of Indiana (for him-
self, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. CORRINE 

BROWN of Florida, Ms. JACKSON-LEE 
of Texas, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. STARK, 
Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. MEEKS of New 
York, Mr. GRAYSON, and Mr. SABLAN): 

H.R. 3315. A bill to amend the Child Care 
and Development Block Grant Act of 1990 to 
require criminal background checks of child 
care providers; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor. 

By Mr. HOLDEN: 
H.R. 3316. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on 11-Aminoundecanoic acid; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 
H.R. 3317. A bill to direct the Commis-

sioner of Food and Drugs to revise the Fed-
eral regulations applicable to the declara-
tion of the trans fat content of a food on the 
label and in the labeling of the food when 
such content is less than 0.5 gram; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. KILROY: 
H.R. 3318. A bill to establish by law a per-

manent Investor Advisory Committee within 
the Securities and Exchange Commission to 
give investors a greater voice in the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission’s work; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. MCCLINTOCK (for himself, Mr. 
BILBRAY, Mr. NUNES, Ms. WATSON, 
Mr. CALVERT, Mr. BACA, Mr. RADANO-
VICH, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. HERGER, 
Mr. MCKEON, Mr. SCHIFF, Mrs. BONO 
MACK, Mr. FARR, Mr. THOMPSON of 
California, Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of 
California, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. 
MCCARTHY of California, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of 
California, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. HARMAN, 
Ms. WATERS, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. WAX-
MAN, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. GEORGE MILLER 
of California, Mr. ISSA, Ms. ZOE 
LOFGREN of California, Mr. CARDOZA, 
Mr. COSTA, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. ROYCE, 
Mr. LEWIS of California, Mr. CAMP-
BELL, Mr. HONDA, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mr. BECERRA, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. BER-
MAN, Mr. DREIER, Mr. STARK, Ms. 
SPEIER, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Ms. CHU, and 
Mr. FILNER): 

H.R. 3319. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
440 South Gulling Street in Portola, Cali-
fornia, as the ‘‘Army Specialist Jeremiah 
Paul McCleery Post Office Building‘‘; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. MOORE of Kansas (for himself 
and Mr. PAYNE): 

H.R. 3320. A bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to provide an exception to the 
requirement of motion to the court of ap-
peals before filing certain second or subse-
quent petitions for habeas corpus, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin (for her-
self and Mr. CARSON of Indiana): 

H.R. 3321. A bill to amend the Richard B. 
Russell National School Lunch Act to ex-
pand access to healthy afterschool meals for 
school children in working families; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. MURPHY of New York (for him-
self and Mr. TONKO): 

H.R. 3322. A bill to respond to the current 
over-supply of milk by temporarily increas-
ing the payment rate for payments under the 
milk income loss contract program and by 
directing the Secretary of Agriculture to fa-
cilitate the efforts of producer associations 
and other third parties to remove dairy cows 
from production, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 3323. A bill to establish a District of 

Columbia National Guard Educational As-
sistance Program to encourage the enlist-
ment and retention of persons in the District 
of Columbia National Guard by providing fi-
nancial assistance to enable members of the 
National Guard of the District of Columbia 
to attend undergraduate, vocational, or tech-
nical courses; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. HALL of New York (for himself, 
Mr. FILNER, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. 
ALTMIRE): 

H. Con. Res. 168. Concurrent resolution 
supporting the goals and ideals of ‘‘National 
Purple Heart Recognition Day‘‘; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia (for herself, Mr. CAO, and Ms. 
ZOE LOFGREN of California): 

H. Res. 672. A resolution calling on the 
Government of the Socialist Republic of 
Vietnam to release imprisoned bloggers and 
respect Internet freedom; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia (for himself, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. 
MCCARTHY of California, and Mr. 
HARPER): 

H. Res. 674. A resolution extending the 
deep gratitude of the House of Representa-
tives to the men and women of the United 
States Capitol Police for the vigilance, cour-
age, and professionalism that they dem-
onstrate daily in protecting Congress from 
all manner of threats; to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. DREIER, Mr. WEXLER, 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. 
BERMAN, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. GRANGER, 
Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. 
BOUSTANY, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
FARR, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. ETHERIDGE, 
Mr. ELLISON, Mr. MILLER of North 
Carolina, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. COOPER, 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART 
of Florida, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. 
GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. DELAHUNT, 
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee, Ms. WOOL-
SEY, Mr. SABLAN, and Ms. MOORE of 
Wisconsin): 

H. Res. 675. A resolution condemning the 
July 17, 2009, terrorist bombings in Indonesia 
and expressing condolences to the people of 
Indonesia and the various other countries 
suffering casualties in the attacks; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 21: Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland. 
H.R. 24: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. SESTAK, and Mr. 

SCHOCK. 
H.R. 39: Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 

HEINRICH, Mr. INSLEE, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. RYAN 
of Ohio, and Mr. SERRANO. 

H.R. 42: Mr. BERMAN. 
H.R. 52: Mr. WEXLER. 
H.R. 122: Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 213: Mr. WITTMAN and Ms. HERSETH 

SANDLIN. 
H.R. 268: Mr. WITTMAN. 
H.R. 333: Mr. TURNER and Mr. CHAFFETZ. 
H.R. 433: Mr. WITTMAN. 
H.R. 482: Mr. BUYER. 
H.R. 510: Mr. KING of Iowa. 
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H.R. 690: Mr. SHULER, Mr. ISRAEL, and Mr. 

ROONEY. 
H.R. 718: Mr. PAUL and Mrs. MYRICK. 
H.R. 827: Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 
H.R. 836: Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. PASTOR of Ari-

zona, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr. ROGERS of 
Alabama, Mr. BACA, and Mr. PATRICK J. 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 881: Mr. KLINE of Minnesota and Mr. 
MORAN of Kansas. 

H.R. 905: Mr. EHLERS. 
H.R. 930: Mr. BARTLETT. 
H.R. 953: Mr. KAGEN. 
H.R. 1032: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. 
H.R. 1076: Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 1091: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 1103: Mr. CRENSHAW. 
H.R. 1132: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

NADLER of New York, Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, 
and Mr. SPACE. 

H.R. 1177: Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. POSEY, and 
Mr. GRAVES. 

H.R. 1215: Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan, Ms. 
HIRONO, and Mr. HINCHEY. 

H.R. 1250: Mr. WEXLER, Mr. BISHOP of New 
York, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Ms. BEAN, 
and Mr. BONNER. 

H.R. 1313: Mr. HALL of New York, Ms. 
FALLIN, and Mr. THOMPSON of California. 

H.R. 1327: Mr. MARSHALL and Mr. 
MARCHANT. 

H.R. 1351: Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 1352: Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Ms. FOXX, 

Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, and Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 1410: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1425: Mr. PIERLUISI. 
H.R. 1441: Mr. LATHAM, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 

CRENSHAW, and Mr. MORAN of Kansas. 
H.R. 1474: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 1547: Mrs. EMERSON. 
H.R. 1557: Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 1585: Mr. MOORE of Kansas. 
H.R. 1589: Ms. WATERS and Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 1646: Mr. HARE. 
H.R. 1670: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 1702: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 1716: Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-

sylvania. 
H.R. 1818: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 1826: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 1829: Mr. BARROW. 
H.R. 1831: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. 

ABERCROMBIE, and Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. 
H.R. 1844: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. JACKSON of Il-

linois, and Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. 
H.R. 1894: Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 1925: Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. LOEBSACK, and 

Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 1956: Mr. CASTLE. 
H.R. 1974: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 1977: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Ms. JACK-

SON-LEE of Texas. 
H.R. 2000: Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.R. 2002: Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. PRICE of North 

Carolina, and Mr. SARBANES. 
H.R. 2035: Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 2058: Mr. HOLT and Mr. ROTHMAN of 

New Jersey. 
H.R. 2061: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. 
H.R. 2084: Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. 
H.R. 2113: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 2122: Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 
H.R. 2137: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. 

HINOJOSA, and Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 
H.R. 2190: Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. FILNER, Mr. 

PAYNE, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. MILLER of North 
Carolina, and Mr. HOLT. 

H.R. 2194: Mr. WAMP, Mr. HONDA, Mr. ISSA, 
Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. JORDAN of Ohio, 
Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. BUYER, 
and Mr. KINGSTON. 

H.R. 2222: Mr. HOLDEN and Mr. MILLER of 
North Carolina. 

H.R. 2254: Mr. LUCAS. 
H.R. 2256: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia and Mr. 

MEEKS of New York. 

H.R. 2262: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Ms. WATERS, Mr. PASTOR of Ari-
zona, and Mr. GUTIERREZ. 

H.R. 2268: Mr. MINNICK. 
H.R. 2269: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois and Mr. 

GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 2277: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 2296: Mrs. HALVORSON, Mr. LATTA, and 

Mr. BOYD. 
H.R. 2329: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. MORAN of 

Kansas, Mrs. BONO MACK, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. 
ROONEY, and Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 

H.R. 2396: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. 
KAGEN. 

H.R. 2455: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. STARK, 
and Mr. RANGEL. 

H.R. 2476: Mr. HELLER. 
H.R. 2480: Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-

sylvania and Mrs. MALONEY. 
H.R. 2493: Mr. MCHENRY and Mr. CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 2542: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 2561: Mr. GRAYSON. 
H.R. 2565: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 2648: Mr. CHANDLER. 
H.R. 2681: Mr. CARSON of Indiana and Mr. 

SABLAN. 
H.R. 2692: Mr. COSTELLO. 
H.R. 2710: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and 

Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 2732: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
H.R. 2733: Mr. BONNER. 
H.R. 2759: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. 

MICHAUD, Mr. MCINTYRE, and Mr. JACKSON of 
Illinois. 

H.R. 2766: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 2787: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 
H.R. 2799: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

CONNOLLY of Virginia, and Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 2801: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 
H.R. 2831: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 2894: Mr. COSTELLO. 
H.R. 2902: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 2906: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan and Ms. 

BERKLEY. 
H.R. 2946: Mr. SPACE and Mr. GORDON of 

Tennessee. 
H.R. 2964: Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 2992: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 2993: Mr. LUCAS. 
H.R. 3017: Ms. HIRONO and Mr. THOMPSON of 

California. 
H.R. 3020: Mr. KRATOVIL. 
H.R. 3036: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 3042: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 

PAYNE, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms. KIL-
ROY, and Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. 

H.R. 3043: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
DOGGETT, Mr. FILNER, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and 
Ms. WOOLSEY. 

H.R. 3053: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 3057: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. BISHOP of New 

York, and Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 3070: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. MCMAHON, 

and Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan. 
H.R. 3092: Mr. WEXLER. 
H.R. 3102: Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan. 
H.R. 3106: Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan and 

Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3110: Mr. FILNER and Mr. MCMAHON. 
H.R. 3116: Mr. ROSS. 
H.R. 3131: Mr. COBLE, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 

BROUN of Georgia, Ms. FOXX, Mr. GINGREY of 
Georgia, Mr. SHADEGG, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. KING 
of Iowa, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. ISSA, Mr. PENCE, 
Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. KINGSTON, 
Mr. FLEMING, and Mr. PITTS. 

H.R. 3144: Ms. GIFFORDS. 
H.R. 3164: Mr. HONDA and Mr. NYE. 
H.R. 3168: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 3186: Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 3212: Mr. PAULSEN and Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 3221: Mr. HONDA, Ms. CHU, Mr. HALL of 

New York, Mr. DINGELL, and Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 3225: Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. 

OLVER, and Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 3232: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. DRIEHAUS, and 

Ms. WATERS. 

H.R. 3245: Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland and 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 3250: Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. 
KING of New York, Mr. LEE of New York, and 
Mr. CAO. 

H.R. 3264: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 3265: Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 
H.R. 3269: Ms. WATERS. 
H.J. Res. 26: Mr. WEINER. 
H. Con. Res. 51: Mr. PENCE, Ms. JACKSON- 

LEE of Texas, Ms. WATSON, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 
CROWLEY, and Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 

H. Con. Res. 74: Mr. MURPHY of Con-
necticut. 

H. Con. Res. 98: Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H. Con. Res. 121: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 

HUNTER, and Mr. TURNER. 
H. Con. Res. 126: Mr. SNYDER and Mr. 

MCDERMOTT. 
H. Con. Res. 128: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. 

ROS-LEHTINEN, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H. Con. Res. 157: Mr. ROHRABACHER, and 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 
H. Con. Res. 159: Mr. ACKERMAN, and Mr. 

MILLER of North Carolina. 
H. Con. Res. 163: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. ORTIZ, 

Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. 
SABLAN. 

H. Con. Res. 167: Mr. COSTA. 
H. Res. 57: Mr. TIBERI. 
H. Res. 175: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 
H. Res. 252: Mrs. BONO MACK. 
H. Res. 267: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. 
H. Res. 291: Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. 

MOORE of Kansas, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. 
KING of New York. 

H. Res. 333: Mr. STARK. 
H. Res. 403: Mr. COHEN. 
H. Res. 459: Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. COSTELLO, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois, and Mr. HARE. 
H. Res. 494: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina, 

Mr. ORTIZ, and Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H. Res. 510: Mr. CONYERS. 
H. Res. 511: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. GRIJALVA, 

Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Ms. WAT-
SON, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. HIRONO, 
Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. TANNER, and Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE of Texas. 

H. Res. 555: Mr. HONDA, Mr. ROTHMAN of 
New Jersey, Mr. REHBERG, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. SIRES, Mr. GALLEGLY, 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, and Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

H. Res. 569: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. HOLT, Ms. 
GIFFORDS, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. OLVER, Mr. FIL-
NER, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. CONNOLLY 
of Virginia, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. ELLISON, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, and Mr. HONDA. 

H. Res. 583: Mr. SABLAN. 
H. Res. 599: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H. Res. 605: Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. PRICE of 

North Carolina, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. DENT, and 
Ms. KILROY. 

H. Res. 608: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H. Res. 611: Mr. CULBERSON. 
H. Res. 619: Mr. BROWN of South Carolina, 

Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. STEARNS, and Mr. NUNES. 
H. Res. 630: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. KIL-

PATRICK of Michigan, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, and Mr. RODRIGUEZ. 

H. Res. 659: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE of Texas, and Ms. CLARKE. 

H. Res. 663: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of 
Florida. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative OBEY of Wisconsin, or a designee, 
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to H.R. 3293, the Labor, Health and Human 
Services, Education, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2010, contains no con-
gressional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or 
limited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 
of rule XXI. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. KLINE OF MINNESOTA 

AMENDMENT NO. 1: Page 2, line 19, after the 
dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$195,000,000)’’. 

Page 6, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $195,000,000)’’. 

Page 8, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $50,000,000)’’. 

Page 8, line 12, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $130,000,000)’’. 

Page 8, line 21, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $15,000,000)’’. 

Page 43, line 16, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $300,000,000)’’. 

Page 43, line 20, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $300,000,000)’’. 

Page 84, line 17, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000,000)’’. 

Page 84, line 18, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000,000)’’. 

Page 86, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $148,000,000)’’. 

Page 87, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $38,000,000)’’. 

Page 91, line 23, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,150,000)’’. 

Page 91, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,150,000)’’. 

Page 94, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $88,000,000)’’. 

Page 94, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,400,000)’’. 

Page 94, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $83,600,000)’’. 

Page 95, line 23, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $88,000,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 7, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $111,615,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 8, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $8,997,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 9, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $102,618,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 16, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $21,607,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 18, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $7,500,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 21, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)’’. 

Page 108, line 1, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,210,000)’’. 

Page 108, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $47,139,000)’’. 

Page 109, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $9,208,000)’’. 

Page 109, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,188,000)’’. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. KINGSTON 

AMENDMENT NO. 2: Page 14, line 11, insert 
before the period the following: ‘‘Provided, 
That not less than $20,000,000 shall be used 
for technology-based overpayment preven-
tion, detection, and collection infrastructure 
investments to conduct such reviews’’. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. BUYER 

AMENDMENT NO. 3: Page 29, line 7, after the 
dollar amount, insert the following: ‘‘(in-
creased by $10,359,000)’’. 

Page 28, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$10,359,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 7, after the dollar amount, 
insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$10,359,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 9, after the dollar amount, 
insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$10,359,000)’’. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. BUYER 

AMENDMENT NO. 4: Page 29, line 7, after the 
dollar amount, insert the following: ‘‘(in-
creased by $12,670,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 7, after the dollar amount, 
insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$12,670,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 9, after the dollar amount, 
insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$12,670,000)’’. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. CAO 

AMENDMENT NO. 5: Page 44, line 4, after the 
dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$17,000,000)’’. 

Page 47, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $17,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. CAO 

AMENDMENT NO. 6: Page 84, line 17, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$30,000,000)’’. 

Page 94, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $16,000,000)’’. 

Page 94, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $16,000,000)’’. 

Page 102, line 7, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $14,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. BUYER 

AMENDMENT NO. 7: Page 97, line 18, after 
the first dollar amount, insert the following: 
‘‘(increased by $16,000,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 7, after the dollar amount, 
insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$16,000,000)’’. 

Page 107, line 9, after the dollar amount, 
insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$16,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. LAMBORN 

AMENDMENT NO. 8: Page 110, strike line 23 
and all that follows through page 12, line 16. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. BROUN OF GEORGIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 9: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

SEC. ll None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to fund Presi-
dential Rank Award payments for Distin-
guished Executive or Meritorious Executive 
award recipients. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. BROUN OF GEORGIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 10: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

SEC. ll Appropriations made in this Act 
are hereby reduced by 0.05 percent. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. BURTON OF INDIANA 

AMENDMENT NO. 11: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title) insert the following: 

SEC. 524. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used in contravention of 
the Defense of Marriage Act (Public law 104– 
199). 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. CAMP 

AMENDMENT NO. 12: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used by any entity receiv-
ing funds under this Act, other than the Cen-
ters for Medicare & Medicaid Services, to 

alter Medicare reimbursement rates under 
part A or B of title XVIII of the Social Secu-
rity Act. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. CANTOR 

AMENDMENT NO. 13: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. 524. None of the funds appropriated or 
made available under this Act may be used 
by the Corporation for Public Broadcasting 
to find that the broadcast of a religious serv-
ice by a recipient of Community Service 
Grants is in violation of the eligibility cri-
teria for community service grants. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. CARTER 

AMENDMENT NO. 14: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be used to promulgate, 
amend, or repeal any regulation pursuant to 
the Federal Family Education Loan program 
under part B of title IV of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1071 et seq.). 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. GINGREY OF GEORGIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 15: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to establish or im-
plement any requirement that an individual 
receive vaccination for human 
papillomavirus (HPV) as a condition of 
school admittance or matriculation. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. GINGREY OF GEORGIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 16: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. 524. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to implement sub-
sections (a) and (c) of section 7131 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. GRAVES 

AMENDMENT NO. 17: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to promulgate, issue, 
implement, administer, or enforce any regu-
lation that requires an owner of a small busi-
ness concern as defined in section 3 of the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632) to offer a 
health benefits plan to an employee. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MS. JENKINS 

AMENDMENT NO. 18: Add at the end, before 
the short title, the following new section: 

SEC. ll. Section 1820(c)(2)(B)(i) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395i-4(c)(2)(B)(i)) 
is amended by inserting ‘‘, or was located in 
such a rural area at the time that the hos-
pital was originally designated as a critical 
access hospital under this paragraph (but 
subsequently such a rural area was redesig-
nated as an urban area, as defined in section 
1886(d)(2)(D)),’’ after ‘‘(or equivalent unit of 
local government) in a rural area (as defined 
in section 1886(d)(2)(D))’’. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. SAM JOHNSON OF TEXAS 
AMENDMENT NO. 19: At the end of the bill 

(before the short title), insert the following: 
SEC. 524. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used to fund the defense 
of the case Brian Hall et al v. Leavitt et al 
(case number 1:2008cv01715) being heard in 
United States District Court for the District 
of Columbia. 

H.R. 3293 
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA 

AMENDMENT NO. 20: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
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SEC. 524. None of the funds made available 

in this Act shall be made available to the As-
sociation of Community Organizations for 
Reform Now, Acorn Beneficial Assoc., Inc., 
Arkansas Broadcast Foundation, Inc., Acorn 
Children’s Beneficial Assoc., Arkansas Com-
munity Housing Corp., Acorn Community 
Land Assoc., Inc., Acorn Community Land 
Assoc. of Illinois, Acorn Community Land 
Association of Louisiana, Acorn Community 
Land Assoc. of Pennsylvania, ACORN Com-
munity Labor Organizing Center, ACORN 
Beverly LLC, ACORN Canada, ACORN Cen-
ter for Housing, ACORN Housing Affordable 
Loans LLC, Acorn Housing 1 Associates, LP, 
Acorn Housing 2 Associates, LP, ACORN 
Housing 3 Associates LP, ACORN Housing 4 
Associates, L.P., ACORN International, 
ACORN VOTES, Acorn 2004 Housing Develop-
ment Fund Corporation, ACRMW, ACSI, 
Acorn Cultural Trust, Inc., American Envi-
ronmental Justice Project, Inc., ACORN 
Fund, Inc., Acorn Fair Housing Organiza-
tion, Inc., Acorn Foster Parents, Inc., Agape 
Broadcast Foundation Inc., Acorn Housing 
Corporation, Arkansas Acorn Housing Cor-
poration, Acorn Housing Corp. of Arizona, 
Acorn Housing Corp. of Illinois, Acorn Hous-
ing Corp. of Missouri, New Jersey ACORN 
Housing Corporation, Inc., AHCNY, Acorn 
Housing Corp. of Pennsylvania, Texas 
ACORN Housing Corporation, Inc., American 
Institute for Social Justice, Acorn law for 
Education, Rep. & Training, Acorn Law Re-
form Pac, Affiliated Media Foundation 
Movement, Albuquerque Minimum Wage 
Committee, Acorn National Broadcasting 
Network, Arkansas New Party, Arkansas 
Acorn Political Action Committee, Associa-
tion for Rights of Citizens, Acorn Services, 
Inc., Acorn Television in Action for Commu-
nities, Acorn Tenants’ Union, Inc., Acorn 
Tenant Union Training & Org. Project, AWA, 
Baltimore Organizing Support Center, Inc., 
Bronx Parent Leadership, Baton Rouge 
ACORN Education Project, Inc., Baton 
Rouge Assoc. of School Employees, Broad 
Street Corporation, California Acorn Polit-
ical Action Committee, Citizens Action Re-
search Project, Council Beneficial Associa-
tion, Citizens Campaign for Fair Work, Liv-

ing Wage Etc., Citizens Consulting, Inc., 
California Community Network, Citizens for 
April Troope, Clean Government Pac, Chi-
cago Organizing and Support Center, Inc., 
Council Health Plan, Citizens Services Soci-
ety, Campaign For Justice at Avondale, 
CLOC, Community and Labor for Baltimore, 
Chief Organizer Fund, Colorado Organizing 
and Support Center, Community Real Estate 
Processing, Inc., Campaign to Reward Work, 
Citizens Services Incorporated, Elysian 
Fields Corporation, Environmental Justice 
Training Project, Inc., Franklin Acorn Hous-
ing Corporation, Flagstaff Broadcast Foun-
dation, Floridians for All PAC, Fifteenth 
Street Corporation, Friends of Wendy Foy, 
Greenwell Springs Corporations, Genevieve 
Stewart Campaign Fund, Hammurabi Fund, 
Houston Organizing Support Center, Hospi-
tality Hotel and Restaurant Org. Council, 
Iowa ACORN Broadcasting Corp., Illinois 
Home Day Care Workers Association, Inc., 
Illinois Acorn Political Action Committee, 
Illinois New Party, Illinois New Party Polit-
ical Committee, Institute for Worker Edu-
cation, Inc., Jefferson Association of Parish 
Employees, Jefferson Association of School 
Employees, Johnnie Pugh Campaign Fund, 
Louisiana ACORN Political Action Com-
mittee, Louisiana Acorn Fair Housing, Inc., 
Labor Neighbor Research & Training Center, 
Inc., Service Employee Int UNION L100, 
Local 100 Health and Warfare Fund, Local 100 
Political Action Committee, Local 100 Re-
tirement Plan, Service Employees Inter-
national Union L880, Local 880 SEIU Polit-
ical Action Committee, Local 880 SEIU 
Power Political Action Committee, Massa-
chusetts ACORN Political Action Com-
mittee, Maryland ACORN Political Action 
Committee, Mott Haven ACORN Housing De-
velopment Fund, Mutual Housing Associa-
tion of New York, Inc., MHANY A/A/F Neigh-
borhood Restore HDFC, MHANY 2003 Hous-
ing Development Fund Corporation, Missouri 
Home Day Care Workers Association, Inc., 
McClellan Multi Family Corporation, Min-
nesota ACORN Political Action Committee, 
Neighbors for Athelia Ray, Neighbors for 
Maria Torres, Neighbors for Ted Thomas, 
New Mexico ACORN Fair Housing, Inc., New 

Mexico ACORN Political Action Committee, 
New Mexico Organizing Support Center, New 
Orleans Campaign for a, New York Agency 
for Community Affairs, Inc., New York 
Acorn Political Action Committee, New 
York Organizing and Support Center, Oregon 
ACORN Political Action Committee, Penn-
sylvania ACORN Political Action Com-
mittee, Pugh Election Committee, People’s 
Equipment Resource Corporation, Progres-
sive Houston, Pennsylvania Institute for 
Community Affairs, Inc., Phoenix Organizing 
and Support Center, Inc., Progressive St. 
Louis, Referendum Committee for an Ac-
countable Future, Rhode Island APAC, Sixth 
Avenue Corporation, San Jacinto Street 
Corp, St. Louis Organizing and Support Cen-
ter, Inc., St. Louis Tax Reform Group, Inc., 
Service Workers Action Team, Texas United 
City-County Employees, Texas United 
School Employees, Inc., United Security 
Workers for America, Local, Volunteers for 
America, Inc., Voting for America, Inc., 
Washington ACORN Political Action Com-
mittee, WARN, Working Families Associa-
tion, Inc., Wal-Mart Workers Association, 385 
Palmetto or 650 Political Action Committee. 

H.R. 3293 

OFFERED BY: MR. LEWIS OF CALIFORNIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 21: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used by the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to promulgate, 
issue, implement, administer, or enforce any 
regulation with respect to a program of 
health insurance not in existence as of July 
15, 2009. 

H.R. 3293 

OFFERED BY: MR. TIAHRT 

AMENDMENT NO. 22: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to make coverage or 
reimbursement decisions resulting from 
comparative effectiveness research in any 
health insurance plan administered by the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services. 
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